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The Oompiler of these Examination Questions, on 
Professor Browne's Expositum of the Thirttf^ins Ar- 
ticlesy has endeavoured to frame them so that the 
required answers might contain the substance of the 
whole of the text of that valuable work, and occasional 
particulars from the notes. He hopes that his humble 
labour may be of some service to Divinity Students, as 
affording them a suggestive kind of Analysis of the 
Exposition, and a test of their knowledge of it. 

The Oompiler has the satisfaction of being able to 
state, that the MS. of the Questions has been submitted 
to Professor Browne, and received his approval. It is, 
however, of course not implied that the Professor's 
sanction is claimed for details. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



In what qualities, good and evil, of our nature, was laid 
the foundation of the Reformation ? How is its early 
progress to be traced in connection with WickliflTe, and 
with Huss and Jerome of Prague ? In the state of the 
Bohemian Church ? And in the calling (when respec- 
tively) of the great Councils of Constance and of Basle ? 

How did literature exert its influence with regard 
to the Reformation ? How, in particular, did Erasmus 
contribute to forward it ? What is to be observed re- 
specting the different extent of the views entertained by 
different kinds of persons in each of the two great par- 
ties of the Reformation controversy ? 

How was Henry VIII. drawn into a difference with 
the Papal See ? What course regarding Reformation 
did he consequently take ? How was Cranmer intro- 
duced to him ? When did the King throw off the 
supremacy of the Bishop of Rome ? What transfer did 
he wish to make of ecclesiastical authority? Notice 
briefly the leading traits in the character of Cranmer, 
and the difficulties of his position. Mention some im- 
portant documents put forth in the reign of Henry : 
how varying in complexion according to the varying 

B 
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2 INTBODUCTION, 

degree of Oranmer's influence with him ? What lead- 
ing causes impeded or delayed the progress of Refor- 
mation in his reign ? What important steps, however, 
were actually taken during that period ? 

What was Edward VI.*s disposition as to the Retor- 
mation, and what speedily took place on his accession ? 
When was the first book of Homilies put forth ? When, 
and by whom drawn up, the first Service Book of Edw. 
VI.? From what principal sources was it derived? And 
by what authority set forth ? From whose original work 
did Oranm. translate what is commonly called his cate- 
chism ? What circumstances led to the preparation of a 
new Service Book ? With what kind of exceptions is 
it identical with our Book of Common Prayer ? When 
was it put forth ? On what authority ? and why with 
that authority only ? When were Edw.'s Forty-two 
Articles of Religion published ? By whom, and under 
what circumstances, were they framed, revised, and set 
forth ? What were the chief sources whence they were 
drawn ? What is to be observed of Ridley as the as- 
sistant of Cranmer ? In a difficulty of understanding a 
clause in the Articles or the Liturgy, why must it be 
desirable to appeal (though with what limitation ?) to the 
expressed opinions of Oranm. and Ridl. ? 

How did the Marian persecution actually affect the 
cause of the Reformation ? 

Notice briefly the proceedings of Elizabeth in refe- 
rence to religion as being more judicious than those of 
her predecessors ; the various sets of religious opinions 
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in the country daring her reign ; the gradual change in 
the condition of Romanism and of the opposite extreme 
party. Had this party much influence on the formula- 
ries of the Church ? What was done in regard to the 
Second Serv. Book of Edw. in, and subsequently to, the 
reign of Eliz. ? 

What amount of alterations, as compared with those 
in the Liturgy, has been made in the Articles ? What 
was done in regard to the Artt. by Abp. Parker, and 
by convocation, in the early part of his primacy ? By 
what formularies was he guided on this occasion ? In 
what remarkable respects did the copy of the Artt. now 
approved by convocation differ from the copy afterwards 
published by the Queen's command ? By what authority 
does an English translation of these Artt. appear to have 
been put forth soon after ? In the particulars lately refer- 
red to, does it agree with the convocation copy, or with 
the Queen*s copy ? When were the Artt. again subscrib- 
ed by convocation, and under what authority then set 
forth in their present form? How stands the case with 
respect to the 29th Art., and to the clause concerning 
Church authority in the 20th, in the Latin and English 
Artt. as then published ? 

What canons were soon after enacted by the Bishops 
concerning subscription to the Artt.? Whatever be 
said (on what head) concerning the mode in which the 
Artt. were drawn up and imposed on the Church, what 
plain fact gives them an authority far beyond that of 
any single convocation or parliament ? What circum- 
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stance causes the interference of the King and parlia- 
ment in the reigns of Hen. VIII. and Edw. VI. to differ 
greatly from the interference of a parliament as now 
constituted ? What are onr best guides in the interpre- 
tation of the Artt. ? Whence is their authority [as 
matters of faith] derivable ? What brief remarks may 
be made on the subject of tubtcription ? 



Abt. I. — Of Faith in the Holt Tbinitt. 
Sect. I. — History. 

With what two subjects is this Art. concerned ? 

How are the Nature and Essential Attributes of God 
described in it ? Against what two classes of specula- 
tors may we suppose the words here used to be directed ? 
Who were the Anthropomorphites, and what was their 
distinguishing tenet? Give a brief account of Pari' 
theism; and of the extent of its prevalence in the 
religion and philosophy of heathendom; noticing also 
its probable introduction into the corruptions of the 
Ghristian faith. What Jewish philosophical writings 
are thought to be infected with it? With what me- 
diaeval heretics did it probably find favour ? By whom 
was it taught in the 17th century ? How is it taught 
as lately revived by some of the philosophic divines of 
Germany ? 

How is the doctrine of the Trinity enounced in this 
Art. ? With what may the history of this doctrine be 
considered as almost equivalent ? 

Where (1) (2) (3) do we find, as is reasonably 
thought, distinct intimations of this doctrine previously 
to the coming of Christ ? 

As regards the present subject, (1) what remarkable 
phrase is used in the Jewish Targums, and by Philo- 
Judaeus ? To what sources may the latter (distinctive- 
ly) have possibly been indebted ? What two different 
views have been taken of the meaning of this phrase in 
the Targums ? 

(2) What may be noted with reference to the 
mythological sacredness of the number Three? and 
especially concerning the Trimourti of Hindostan ? 

(3) With reference to the works of Plato and 
some other Greek philosophers, — To what probable 
source (according to what view of Plato's doctrine ?) 
may we probably trace his sentiments? What other 
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view has been held of his meaning in his usage of the 
term 'Logos?' and how, according to this view, has 
the use of Platonic terms to express Christian doctrine 
been accounted for ? 

Why are we not to expect to find the belief in the 
Trinity so technically expressed by the first Christian 
writers as it afterwards was ? With what have Unita- 
rian writers charged Justin Martyr (date ?) ? and how, 
in relation to such assertions, are the doctrines of the 
Apostolical Fathers (name them) highly important? 
What kind of passages relating to the present subject* 
is to be found (and why is their occurrence the more 
remarkable and satisfactory ?) in all the works ascribed 
to them? Give quotations. How only has it been 
attempted to evade the force of Ignatius* testimony ? 

What does Just. M. assert? To whom (date?) is 
commonly ascribed the first use in Greek, to whom 
(date ?) in Latins of the term Trinity ? W^hen and 
where did it receive synodical authority ? What kind 
of statements, &c., do we find in Irenseus (date?)? 
What well-known passage from a heathen author (whom, 
as reputed ?) shows what was the received doctrine of 
the Church in his time ? (when ?) What kind of testi- 
mony is furnished by TertuUian ? Quote him. 

Through whom might we trace the chain onwards 
to the Council of Nice ? What then is the unanimous 
testimony of all the early Catholic fathers (notwith- 
standing what demur as to two of them ? which ?) re- 
specting the faith of the Catholic Church? Instance 
some even, who, though charged with schism or heresy, 
were decidedly Trinitarian. What kind and amount of 
evidence has been collected by Bingham, £p. Bull, and 
Dr. Burton ? 

What Apostolical declaration is made of the inevi- 



* Relation to the tttbfect under consideration will henceforth be 
understood in questions of a like form, where no specific subject 
of assertion, opinion, &c., is expressed. 
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lability of heresies? Of what two evil elements of 
heresy and schism do we ascertain the existence from 
St. Paul's epistles ? Mention some particulars concern- 
ing the allusions to these dangers in his writings, and 
in those of St. John. 

What two classes of false opinions do we accordingly 
find in the early history of the Church, and having 
what common tendency? In what Churches did the 
early heresies mostly arise ? How and where arose the 
controversy about Easter ? Where prevailed the Ju- 
daical observance of the Sabbath ? and by whom was 
it condemned? 

Who are the earliest heretics of whom we read ? 
[Where] mentioned in Scripture? What philosophy, 
according to Ecclesiastical history, did they adopt ? 

Give an outline of Gnosticism. How would this 
system be likely to influence the views of the philo- 
sophic sects concerning our Lord ? Give some parti- 
culars respecting the Cerinthians ; the Nazarenes ; the 
Ebionites. How were such heretics as have been 
mentioned looked on ? 

What appear to have been the heretical views of 
Theodotus and Artemon? (date and place?) Of 
Praxeas ? (date, &c. ?) Who wrote a treatise against 
him? What were his followers called? and whence 
so? Give some account of Sabellianism. Notice 
Beryllus, Bp. of Bozrah ; — and Paul of Samosata. 

What was the natural tendency of the controversies 
occasioned by the various errors above mentioned? Give 
some account of Arius. From what beginning was he led 
on to propound and shape his heresy ? Give an outline 
of it; noting incidentally how it differed from any pre* 
ceding ones concerning the Logos and the Trinity. 
How did the Arians explain the title fwvoyeyti^ ? To 
what alternative would the doctrine of Arianism in- 
evitably lead ? 

What was done by the General Counc. of Nice ? 
(consisting of how many bishops, when summoned, and 
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by whom ?) "What remarkable term did they establish 
as descriptive of the nature of the Son ? Give an out- 
line of the subsequent fortunes of Arianism. By whom 
was the Catholic faith notably defended against it ? Name 
some of the sects more or less Arian in their tenets. 
What term did the Semi-Arians adopt as their symbol 
in opposition to the Nicene term applied to the nature 
of the Son ? What do the pure Arians, and those who 
symbolized with them, appear to have held concerning 
the Holy Ghost ? What were the heretical views of 
Macedonius ? How were his followers named? WTiat 
was done by the General Counc. (when held ?) of Con- 
stantinople? Wliat addition did they make to the 
Nicene Creed ? 

What sort of heretics do we hear of in the 6th 
century ? Notice some circumstances connected with 
the Trinitarian question arising from the discussions 
(in what period ?) between the Nominalists and Realists. 

What kind of heretics on the Trinitarian question 
arose after the Reformation? Give some account of 
Servetus ; the (self-named) Unitarians ; Laelius and 
Faustus Socinus. In what respect have the followers 
of F. Socinus generally gone beyond him ? Give some 
particulars respecting Whiston ; Clarke ; Priestley. 
What heretical tendency has been observed in the 
various bodies of Presbyterian Christians? with what 
honourable exception ? (an exception how partly to be 
accounted for?) In Germany and Switzerland, what 
views and doctrines have been favoured by the rational- 
ism prevalent among foreign Protestants ? 

Sect II. — Scriptural Proof. 

What appears to be the proper way, and why so, of 
proving the articles and symbols of a Christian Church ? 
To what department belong rather the proofs from 
reason ? What however may reason teach us in vindi- 
cation of the doctrines of this Art. against objections 
drawn merely from their mystery ? 



SECT, n.] OP THE HOLT TRINITY. 9 

What have we to show, as propounded in this Art., 
under four main heads, in opposition to whom respec- 
tively ? 

What simple course may be considered sufficient to 
establish the doctrines under the first three of the fore- 
going heads ? 

Quote texts proving, First, that ' God is a Spirit, 
without body, parts, and passions,* (including some 
texts which imply in particular that He is ' without 
passions') ; (How is the Scripture application to God of 
terms expressing bodily relations to be accounted for ?) 
Secondly, that God is 1 * Living and true ;* 2 ' Of 
infinite power ;* 3 * Wisdom ;' 4: * Goodness ;* 5 

* Maker of all things, visible and invisible ;' 6 * Pre- 
server of all things ;' 7 ' Everlasting :' Thirdly, that 

* God is One.' 

Fourthly, What may be observed as to any ex- 
pectation of finding in Scripture a formal enunciation of 
the doctrine of the Trinity in Unity ? — particularly in 
reference to the connection between religious principles 
and religious knowledge ; and to the variety of instru- 
ments appointed by God for instruction in His Church. 

What four main propositions are to be established 
from Script, in complete proof of the doctrine now 
considered ? 

I. How is the falsehood of Tritheism, Arianism, 
and every kind of Polytheism, evident from the Unity 
of God, already shown to be taught in Script. ? 

II. (1) What kind of support does the 0. T. give 
to the doctrine of the Trinity ? (2) And how, farther 
does the N. T. establish it ? 

(1) How may we probably account for the fact that 
80 little is said in the 0. T. of a plurality of Persons, 
while the doctrine of the Unity is so strongly insist- 
ed on ? W^hat may be observed as to the plural form 
in Hebrew of the name of God? How may we 
infer a plurality of Persons from certain modes of 
speaking (instance them) used by God ; from language 
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used in description of, or allusion to, certain manifesta- 
tions of an Angel ; and from certain prophecies (quote) 
relating to the Messiah? (Why may we forbear to ad- 
duce a certain class of passages (instance) where the 
Wisdom, or the Word, of God are spoken of ?) 

(2) In the N. T., beside intimations (instance such) 
of a plurality, what (1, 2, 8,) is distinctly taught us 
concerning it ? 

1 What might we naturally conclude from the 
strength of the expressions (instance) concerning the 
Godhead of the Father, if they stood alone ? How 
is the apparently exclusive appropriation of the name 
of God to God the Father to be accounted for 1 

2 [A.] How do we reasonably infer (quote texts 
throughout) that the Son is God, [a.] From the appli- 
cation in the N. T. of a certain class (what?) of 0. T. 
passages to Christ ? [5.] (1) From the worship paid to 
Christ as to God ? (2) From the ascription to Christ 
of the peculiar attributes of God, a. Eternity ; p. Know- 
ledge of men's thoughts (compare here N. T. with 0. T. 
expressions), yea, of all things; y. Omnipresence; 8. 
Self-existence ? (3) From the exertion by Christ of the 
power of God, as a. Lord of the Sabbath ; p. Sending 
His Angels ; y. Forgiving sins ; 8. Judging the world ; 
€. Creating and preserving all things (compare N. T. 
expressions with an 0. T. passage) ; f. Having all 
power in heaven and earth ? 

2 [B.] As to jyirect statement in the N. T. that 
Christ, the Son of God, is God : — Show (quoting texts) 
that some of the 0. T. passages already referred 
to as intimating a plurality in the Godhead become 
under a N. T. light direct assertions of the Godhead of 
Christ. Give, with requisite observations, the decla- 
ration of the Divinity of the Son of God in St. John, 
chap. i. ; the taking to Himself by our Lord of one 
of the most special names of God, chap. viii. ; the con- 
fession made by Thomas of Christ's Divinity, chap, xx, ; 
the passage, Bom. ix. where St. Paul notes in what 
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respect Christ came of the Jews, the passage, Ool. ii. ; 
where he speaks of the fulneu of the Godhead as dwell- 
ing in Christ ; the assertions made and the language 
used in reference to Christ, Heb. i. Quote the pas- 
sage, Philip, ii., 5-9., concerning 'Christ Jesns, who 
being in the form of God, (fee' Show the precise force 
of the construction in the original. ' Thought it not 
robbery/ Engl. V. How may this be otherwise trans- 
lated ? Show that our conclusion is not thereby affected. 
Confute the Arian interpretation of * being in the form 
of God ; * and give the true interpretation required by 
the whole passage. In proof of our present conclusion, 
quote the passage, 1 Tim. iii., ' God was manifest in 
the flesh, (fee. ; * and that in Acts xx. ' to feed the 
Church of God, (fee' (what expressions did Ignat. and 
others consider themselves hence sanctioned in using ?) 
making some observations on the important various 
readings in these two passages. Also quote some ex- 
pressions used by St. Peter and St. Jude concerning 
Christ (comparing them with some passages in' St. 
Paul's epistles) ; and the passage in 1 St. John v. 
* We are in Him that is true, (fee. ; * and show that our 
conclusion is established both by the literal and gram* 
matical sense of the passage itself, and by its context ; 
noticing also the futility of an Arian attempt (what ?) 
to evade the true conclusion. 

3 Why does proof, already given, of the Godhead 
of the Father and of the Son render proof of the God- 
head of the Holy Ghost the less needful? Why 
however may it be well to show briefly that Script, 
does speak of Him as God ? 

Show (quoting texts) that to Him are ascribed the 
power and the attributes of God : as (1) The Great 
Worker of Miracles ; (2) The Inspirerof the Prophets, 
and able to teach all things ; (3) Dwelling in temples 
as God; (4) The source of all holiness; (5) Omnipotent 
and Omniscient ; (6) The Creator ; (7) Everlasting ; 
and (8) from what is said of the exceeding sinfulness of 
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blasphemy against Him. Show (quoting texts) that He 
is expressly called God in Script, from a parallelism 
of clauses in an 0. T. passage ; from a comparison of 
certain 0. T. passages with references to them in the 
N. T. ; from a comparison of certain N. T. passages 
and clauses. 

III. Show (quoting texts) (1) That the Father is 
One with the Son ; (2) That the Spirit is One with 
the Father ; (3) That the Son and the Spirit are One ; 
(4) That, accordingly, what the Father does, that the 
Son does, and that the Holy Ghost does ; where the 
Father is, there the Son is, and there the Holy Ghost is. 
What do we naturally conclude from these and the like 
considerations ? 

What is maintained by those who take the Arian 
view of the Scriptt. ? Show that this is both self-contra- 
dictory ; and contradictory to Script. 

IV. If nothing beside the preceding propositions 
I. II. III. could be proved from Script, what might 
naturally be concluded to be the correct hypothesis 
concerning the Trinity, and how might we perhaps con- 
sider God as Father, Son, and Spirit? What therefore 
is yet to be shown concerning the existence of Three 
Persons in the Godhead ? 

To establish the present proposition, show from 
Script, (making requisite observations), 

That the Father, Son, and Spirit, are mentioned 
together in the same sentence; farther, (1) That the 
Father and the Son act distinct personal parts; (2) 
That the Spirit acts distinct parts from either the 
Father or the Son; (3) That on a certain occasion 
(specify) They all Three acted jointly, yet separate 
parts. 

Regarding yet farther, separately, the Personality of 
the Son : 

What twofold view does Sabellianism take of the 
Son of God ? What kind of advocates have both forms 
of it found in later times? 
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Show the futility of both these hypotheses (quoting 
passages, with remarks,) from the marked distinction 
made by our Lord between Himself and His Father in 
St. John's Gospel ; from a similar distinction shown 
in some passages in the Apostolical Epistles, setting 
forth the gl()ry of the Divine Being of the Son ; from 
the prayer of our Lord to his Father, St. John, c. xvii. 

Why may the passage St. John, c. i. seem the most 
favourable to Sabellian notions concerning the Person 
of the Son ? Give the Sabellian argument from this pas- 
sage ; and confute this argument from (noticing first 
the kind of notion entertained by the later Platonists, 
&c., concerning the Logos) St. John's language con- 
sidered both with reference to Gnosticism, and in 
itself. 

Regarding also, separately, the Personality of the 
Spirit of God : 

How is His distinct Personality rendered probable 
by the distinct Personality, already proved, of the 
Father and of the Son ? 

Show from Script, that personal actions are ascribed 
to the Holy Ghost. What attempt has been made to 
evade our conclusion from this? Show from Script, 
the absurdity of the opponent's argument. What is to 
be observed concerning the term Paraclete (meaning ?), 
and the pronoun cxctvos, as used concerning the Spirit ? 

What may we now observe concerning the mystery 
of the doctrine of the Trinity; and especially as, 
though being above our understanding, yet not neces- 
sarily appearing contrary to our reason ? 

What was the view entertained by the Fathers who 
used the language generally adopted in the Church, 
with respect to the existence of the Persons of the 
Godhead, especially in reference to the distinction be- 
tween Their mode of Personal, existence and that of 
the personal existence of different men ? 

What is to be observed concerning the terms "Yiroo-- 
rouris, 'Owta, and Persona, as expressive of 'Person?' 
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Art. II. — That the Word or Son of 
God was made very Man. 

Sect. J. — History, ^ 

What three distinct points are treated of (and how 
stated ?) in this Art. ? 

I. As regards the Divine nature of the Son of 
God (see 'previously under Art. I.) : 

How did the Arians and Eunomians understand, 
and how have the Socinians endeavoured to explain, 
the term fwvoyevrjs ? 

What did the orthodox Fathers hold concerning 
the generation of the Son? W^hat kind of priority 
did they recognise among the Persons of the Trinity ? 
To what heretical assertion have some high Arians 
'been led by a misconception (what?) connected with 
this priority ? 

II. As regards the Incarnation : 

By what classes of heretics were errors upon this 
doctrine held? From whose errors did the most im- 
portant controversies on this mystery arise ? 

1 What did Arius teach upon this subject ? What 
were the views of Apollinaris? 

2 How did the Nestorian controversy arise ? What 
did Nestorius hold ? W^hat erroneous conclusion (did 
he allow it to be justly drawn ?) were his stateniients 
considered to involve ? What was done by the Gene- 
ral Ck)unc. of Ephesus (date ?) ? Give some account of 
the subsequent fortunes of Nestorianism. 

3 How was Eutyches led into error? What did 
he hold ? What was done by the General Counc. of 
Ohalcedon (date?) ? Give some account of the for- 
tunes of the Eutychian (how otherwise named ?) doc- 
trine. 

4 Wlien did the Monothelite controversy arise? 
Give some account of the doctrine supposed (why 
questionably?) to have ^ been held by the Monothelites. 
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What was the decision respecting it of what General 
Counc. ? 

III. Whose, and what, erroneons tenets are pro- 
bably referred to in the terms used in this Art. concern- 
ing the sufferings, &c., of our Lord ? By whom is the 
propitiatory sacrifice of Christ denied ? 

SecU 11. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. (^See previously under ArU /.) "What is ne- 
cessary to be here proved concerning the nature of 
the Son ? 

What method has been taken in Holy Script, to 
represent to us the mode of existence of the Second 
Person in the Trinity, and His relation to the First? 

"What are we led to conceive by the use of the 
terms *Word' or * Logos,' and 'Son?' What do 
they seem sufficiently to declare concerning the de- 
rivation of the Being of God the Son ? How confirmed 
by express Script, statements ? 

How, in correspondence with the notion thus con- 
veyed, is our Lord spoken of (and that sometimes by 
Himself) in Script. (Quote passages ; with requisite 
observations.) 

Show (referring to Pearson) that the communication 
of the nature of God made by the Father to the Son 
may be called a proper generation, nay, is more proper 
than any earthly generation. 

What kind of priority of order in the Persons of 
the Trinity, and on what ground, is the Church au- 
thorized to admit? (Quote texts, with requisite ob- 
Bei*vation8.) 

II. As to the Incarnation of the Son of God : 

1 ' The Son of God took man's nature in the 
womb of the blessed Virgin.' What is the doctrine 
here expressed? Show how essentially this differs 
from representing the human nature of our Lord as 
having been conceived in the womb of the Virgin, and 
then united to the Divine nature ; and what this latter 
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representation would involve. Notice in connection 
with this the error of Nestorius. Refer to Hooker's 
statement concerning the One person of Christ. (Qaote 
texts.) 

From the fact of the Incarnation, as exhibited in 
this Art., explain some most important passages of the 
N. T., in some of which actions proper to man are 
attributed to God, and in other actions proper to God 
are attributed to the man Christ Jesus. Eefer to 
Hooker. 

2 ' So that two whole and perfect natures, that is 
to say, the Godhead and the manhood, were joined 
together in One person.* What is to be observed con- 
cerning the verity of both natures of Christ as here 
expressed ? 

(1) Show that Christ being perfect God (as proved 
under Art. I.) continued such after taking human na- 
ture. Quote Script, passages. 

(2) Prove that He was perfect Man by showing 
from Script, (quote texts) that He had [a.] a human 
Body, and f)3.] a human Soul. 

In what manner only was the manhood of Christ 
changed by being taken into His Godhead ? Show that 
no absorption of His human nature took place. 

These two natures, thus United in the One Person 
of Christ, shall * never be divided.* How does this ap- 
pear from [a.] the nature of the union, [)3.] the object 
of that union, and [y.] the declaration of Script. ? (What 
did the Photinians erroneously hold concerning the 
future existence of the Word ? What text only can at 
all appear to favour their belief ? Give its true inter- 
pretation.) 

III. As to the sufferings, sacrifice, and propitiation 
of Christ : 

1 Show from Script, the reality of our Lord's suf- 
ferings and death. By whom, and why necessarily by 
them, was the reality of our Lord's death denied? 
Quote passages which St. John appears to have written 
against them. 
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2 The Person of Jesus Christ being what has been 
already shown, (how consisting ?) specify (making re- 
quisite observations) [a], how He suffered, and (j8.] in 
what, distinctively, His death consisted. 

3 On what alleged grounds do the Socinians deny 
the doctrine of the atonement ? Confute them (1) 
From a due consideration of both the Justice and the 
Mercy of God; (2) From many passages of Script.; 
especially noticing the subject of the Jewish sacrifices, 
and the language used in reference to them concerning 
Christ in the N. T. (Why is it unnecessary here to enter 
into the question concerning the primary institution of 
sacrifice ?) 

4: . . ' a sacrifice, not only for original guilt, but 
also for actual sins of men.' What possible, perhaps 
actual, error, do our reformers appear to have been 
anxious here to meet ? Show that the doctrine of the 
Art. is taught repeatedly in the Old T. as well as the New. 

Art. III. — Of the Going Down of Christ 

INTO Hell. 

Give the words of this Art. What three points 
does it seem desirable here to investigate ? 

First : Whence does the word ' Hell ' as used in the 
Art. appear to have been borrowed ? What is the word 
(how varied ?) used in the Latin ? And what (either 
of two terms) was the Greek corresponding to this? 
Make requisite remarks on these terms. Beside the 
Greek term commonly used for the word ' Hell * in the 
meaning of the Art., what other word in the N. T. is 
often so rendered in English? What is the proper 
meaning, and why may we here omit the consideration, 
of this Greek term ? 

With respect to the signification of the word HadeSf 
and the state of the departed : 

I. Historically : (under what heads may we con- 
sider this part of the subject ?) 

1 What were the notions of the Greeks concerning 
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Hades ? (What may be observed as to the word being 
sometimes used by them (if so used) to signify the grave?) 

2 What did the Jews believe, and what terms did 
they use, concerning a state of being after death pre- 
viously to the general Resurrection ? Give statements 
from JosephuB. What is shown by Lightfoot ? 

3 What did the early Christians believe concern- 
ing an intermediate state between death and judgment ; 
and what did they call it ? Refer to assertions, (fee, of 
the fathers. 

II. Scripturally : Show, quoting texts, and mak- 
ing requisite observations, 

1 That the soul, after it has left the body, is not 
represented as passing directly to its final reward ; 

2 Yet that the soul does not die with the body, 
nor sleep in unconsciousness ; (What was asserted 
respecting this in the 40th Art. of Edw. VI. ?) 

8 But is in an intermediate state, called Sheol or 
Hades ; which is a state of what kind to the righteous 
and to the wicked respectively ? 

What Roman Catholic and other notions and opin- 
ions are inconsistent with the conclusions which have 
now been established from Script. ? 

Secondlt : As to ^hat is meant by our Lord's 
Descent to Hell ; and what authority there is for the 
doctrine : 

I. Historically : 

What is the antiquity of the clause, ' He descended 
into hell,' as an actual art. of creeds? What the 
antiquity of its reception as an article of faith f Refer 
to some of the earliest Christian writers. As confuting 
what heretics (and how ?) was the Descent into Hell 
insisted on by the fathers ? (Refer to Pulgentius.) 

II. Scripturally: (Deferring the consideration of 
1 Pet. iii. 19.) 

What is to be observed concerning the text, * Now 
that He ascended, what is it but that He also descended 
first into the lower parts of the earth?* £ph. iv. 9. 
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Prove the descent into hell from an 0. T. passage 
as quoted and explained in the N. T. What may be 
farther remarked in connection with this subject con- 
cerning our Lord and the repentant thief? 

Thirdly : As to the Object of our Lord's Descent 
to Hades : 

I. Historically : 

[A] (1 The belief of the primitive Church as to 
the Descent itself having been ascertained ;) 

2 What belief appears to have been almost univer- 
sal among the early Christians as to the fact of Christ^s 
* preaching* in Hades? Refer to fathers. On what 
passage in Script, was this belief founded? What 
passage (concerning which what is to be observed?) 
is also quoted as from Isaiah or Jeremiah by what 
fathers ? 

[B] Touching the end of Christ's preaching in 
Hades :( — make requisite references and observations — ) 

What did the earlier fathers seem generally to have 
held as to the effect of Christ's Descent? Instance the 
leading varieties of opinion, differing from this view, in 
the early ages. What notion did the later fathers 
generally adopt ? (Where do we begin to perceive the 
germ of the doctrine of the Ltmbus PcUrum f) What 
in particular seems to have been the opinion of Augus- 
tine ? (What opinion as to a yet more extensive result 
of Christ's Descent was accounted heretical ?) 

What may be observed concerning sentiments 
adopted in more modern times? What was Calvin's 
opinion? (What influence on the reformers of Q. 
Eliz.'s reign has the then growing popularity of his 
views been thought to have in reference to this Art. ?) 
What supposition has been entertained by others, taking 
Hell in the sense of Gehenna ? 

II. Scripturally : 

1 It being evident that Christ descended into 
Hell, that he might fulfil the conditions (what?) of 
death proper to human nature, 
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2 As to the question whether the passage ' Being 
put to death in the flesh, but quickened by the Spirit ; 
by which also He went and preached unto the spirits 
in prison, (fee. ;' 1 Pet. iii. 18, 19, 20, Engl. V. gives us 
any farther account of the end of His Descent, — 

What opinions have been held on the one hand by 
the fathers, and by the Reformers of the reign of 
Edw. VI., and on the other by many divines of the 
English Church, as to the applicability of this passage 
to the present question? To what meaning would 
sundry eminent writers limit the words of St Peter? 
On what supposition as to the Engl. V. does their 
interpretation depend ? * Quickened by the Spirit : ' 
What is the original expression? and how (give 
reasons) ought it to be translated ? What is the 
original expression for *in prison?' and how is it 
properly translated ? What would doubtless have been 
allowed to be the sense of the passage, had no mention 
been made of * preaching ? ' W^hat unfounded in- 
ference has been made as to the subject of Christ's 
'preaching?' (Give and explain the original term.) 
And what may He probably have preached? What 
difl&culty in the interpretation here intended (whose ?) 
is presented by the representation of Christ's preaching 
as addressed to antediluvian penitents, no others being 
mentioned? What (refer to Bp. Horsley) may be 
observed in reply ? 

Art. IV. — Of the Resurrection of Christ. 

Sect, I, — History. 

What three subjects (how stated ?) are treated of in 
this Art. ?^ 

Historically : 

How anciently are these matters found forming part 
of creeds, and what is their arrangement therein ? 

I. II. What did the Sadducees hold concerning a 
resurrection? What the Essenes? What heretical 
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tenets concemiBg this matter are noticed (how?) in 
the N. T.? — What erroneons opinions concerning 
the Resurrection of Christ were held by the Docetae, 
and by other heretics? What false conclosion was the 
doctrine of Entyches considered to involve ? 

What language almost savonring of Eutychianism 
have divines of the Roman and Lntiieran communions 
been thought to have used (how led to do so ?) con- 
cerning the glorified body of Christ ? In reference to 
this, what may be observed concerning the strong 
language of this Art., and the rubric (notice its con- 
tents, time of insertion, ifec.) at the end of the Com- 
munion Service? 

On what ground has offence been taken (by whom ?) 
at the statement that our Lord took into heaven 
'flesh, &c. ?' Show (deferring the full consideration 
of this objection) that the language of the Art. cor- 
responds with that of the early fathers. What did 
the fathers hold concerning the extent of the change 
that took place in Christ's Body after His Resurrection ? 

III. What were the heretical opinions of the 
Marcionites and others concerning a future Judgment ? 
What peculiar view did Emmanuel Swedenborg hold 
of the interpretation of the passages of Script, relating 
to this subject ? 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. What parts of Script, (how to be studied?) 
contain the fullest account of the Resurrection of our 
Lord? In what consists the especial historical — in 
what the especial doctrinal — importance of the Resur- 
rection? Accordingly, quote some of the numerous 
allusions to the fact ; also, illustrate from Script, its 
doctrinal bearing. 

II. In what parts of the N. T. is the Ascen- 
sion into heaven related ? In what O. T. passage ex- 
plained in the N. is it especially predicted? Where 
foretold by our Lord Himself? In whose presence 
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did it take place ? Give some account of the manner 
in which this event was typified under the Jewish dis- 
pensation. Where in the N. T. is the application of 
the typical representation to Christ asserted and set 
forth ? Quote texts. 

2 Where is the Session at the Eight Hand of 
God foretold in the O. T. (comp. a N. T. text)? 
Where foretold hy our Lord ? Where recorded ? 
What is meant in Script, hy 'the Right Hand of 
God/ and hy ' sitting ' thereat ? 

Notice, referring to Script, the various steps of 
Christ's Mediatorial exaltation. 

3 Show from Script, the identity of our Lord's 
Body after His Besurrection, at His Ascension, and 
so on, even till His coming to Judgment, with the 
Body in which He suffered, and in which He was 
buried. 

In proof, however, that Christ's risen body is a 
glorified and spiritual body, quote, with requisite 
observations, Script, passages relating to Christ's Body 
before His Ascension and after it, and to the glorified 
state of the saints' bodies after the Resurrection. W^hat 
may be observed concerning the extent of our know- 
ledge of what * a spiritual body ' is ? and what are we 
warranted in maintaining concerning our Saviour as 
our Mediator in Heaven ? (What may here be added 
concerning the language of the rubric at the end of the 
Communion Serv., and its compatibility with our doc- 
trine ?) 

III. What four particulars may here be con- 
sidered ? 

1 As regards the Agent of the Judgment : Quote 
texts in which God is thus spoken of. How must God 
thus generally spoken of be understood ? How, notwith- 
standing, is God the Son the special Agent of Judg- 
ment? Quote requisite texts. 

2 Who are the objects of the Judgment? Quote, 
and refer to, requisite Scriptt. 
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3 How Ib the Judgment itself described and 
illustrated in Script. ? Quote texts, in addition, show- 
ing, as well as the passages already noticed, that the 
Judgment itself will be * according to works/ Show 
that this doctrine is not opposed to justification by 
faith ; noticing particularly the light in which the good 
works of the just are to be considered. 

4 In what respect is the time of Christ's coming 
to Judgment accurately marked — in what represented 
as utterly hidden from our knowledge — in Script.? 
Make requisite observations. Notice particularly the 
terms in which our Lord (on what occasion?) repre- 
sented the day of His final coming to Judgment as pro- 
foundly secret. In what sense, and why so, are we to 
receive the assertion that even the Son knoweth not 
of it? 

Abt. V. — Of the Holy Ghost. 

Sect. L — History. 

Give the words of this Art. What are the three 
subjects to be treated on in it? 

I. II. As to the Divinity and Personality of the 
Holy Ghost : (see tmder Art. I.) 

What do those early heretics who denied the 
Divinity of the Son of God seem generally to have 
held concerning the Holy Ghost ? What, on the con- 
trary, do the Arians appear to have taught ? [Con- 
cerning Macedonius, vid. supraJ] What charges of 
unsound doctrine on this subject have been brought 
against Origen (how, probably, to be repudiated ?) and 
Lactantius ? What strange form of heresy is attributed 
to Montanus ? What question may be made as to his 
real meaning? and what has been thought to be the 
opinion of the Montanists ? What appears the general 
belief (how necessarily consequent ?) of the Socinians 
respecting the Holy Ghost ? 

III. What was the most celebrated controversy 
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which has arisen concerning the Holy Ghost ? What 
insertion relating to the Holy Ghost did the General 
Oonnc. of Constantinople make in the Nicene Creed? 
What did the Gen. Counc. of Ephesus decree in re- 
ference to the Constantinopolitan Creed? What, ac- 
cordingly, did the Greek fathers uniformly assert 
concerning the procession of the Holy Ghost ? How, 
and how so induced hy Script., did the Latin fathers 
speak of the Procession? What, and how limited, 
was the approximation of the language used by the 
Greek fathers to that of the Latins ? What has been 
hence inferred as to the substantial identity of the 
belief of many of the earlier Greek writers with that of 
the Latins ? 

When and how does the question appear to have 
been first brought prominently forward ? How was at- 
tention next roused to the subject ? What Churches first 
added the words ' Filioque * to the Constantinopolitan 
Creed? By what Counc. was this addition^rs* made ? 
What did Pope Leo IX. (date?) being appealed to 
decide concerning such addition ? Give a brief outline 
of the farther progress of the contest on this subject. 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. II. Quote here additional passages of Script, in 
proof of the Divinity and Personality of the Holy 
Ghost {already treated of under Art. I.). 

III. As regards the Procession of the Holy Ghost : 
(What formularies does the Art. follow ?) 

Whereas the Scriptt. ever speak of the Second 
Person of the Trinity as the Son of God, and as 
* begotten * of the Father, how, distinctively, do they 
uniformly speak of the Spirit ? What accordingly did 
the early Christians ever teach to be peculiar respec- 
tively to the Father, to the Son, and to the Holy 
Ghost ? 

1 Show from Script, that the Holy Ghost proceeds 
from the Father. 



mm 



THE STFTICIKSCT OF HOLT SCRIPTrRES* $5 

2 Why, meielT, do the Greeks appear to bare 
doubled the propriety of saying that the Holy Spirit 
proceeds also from the Son f Show by reference to 
Script that every other expression from which we infer 
Ibe procession from the Father, except that which the 
Greeks allege to justify their refusal to assert the pro- 
cession from the Son, is used concerning the relation of 
the Spirit to the Son even as it is concerning the 
relation of the Spirit to the Father : Compare (quoting 
texts,) for example, (1) the phrases * the Spirit of the 
Father,' &c., with ' the Spirit of the Son,' &c, (How 
fax were the Greeks willing to go in speaking of the 
relation of the Spirit to the Son ?) and (2) the sending, 
and breathing forth, of the Spirit by the Father, with 
the like ' sending,' <&c. by the Son. In reference to 
(1) (2), to what conclusion, and how, do we come ? 
What may be observed as to the clause * Filioque * con- 
sidered as an addition to the Constantinopolitan Creed? 
(What is the great objection made by the Eastern 
Ohurch to the ' Filioque?' How to be answered?) 

Art. VI. — Of the Sufficiency of the Holy 
Scriptures for Salvation. 

Why might it have seemed natural to have put this 
as the first Art. ? In what Confession has the like been 
done? Why, however, have our Reformers acted 
wisely in making a different arrangement? Notice the 
differences between this Art. as it stood in 1552, and as 
it now stands (as when altered ? ). Of what three dis- 
tinct points does it (in its present form) treat ? 

Sect. I. — The Sufficiency of Scripture for Salvation, 

What, on this head, are the words of the Art.'? 
What opinions were opposed by it? Where are the 
doctrines of the Ch. of Rome sufficiently explained ? 
What opinion on the subject of Script, was con- 
demned by the Oounc. of Trent? and what was the 
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formal decree (when drawn up ?) of the Counc. ? 
What is, accordingly, stated (give an instance) by the 
great Rom. Oath, divines ? 

What then, briefly, does the Oh. of Rome hold con- 
cerning Script and Tradition — Tradition, namely, of 
what kind? (considered both absolutely, and distinc- 
tively from other (what ?) kinds of Tradition.) What 
is the counter-statement of the Ch. of England ? 

With reference to the soundness of the Anglican, in 
opposition to the Romish, position : 

I. What preliminary observations may be made 
concerning Scripture testimony to the sufficiency of 
Scripture ? 

1 Give and refute the Romish arguments alleged 
from Script, as against its own sufficiency. 

2 As to arguments from Scripture for its own 
sufficiency : 

[A] Quote, making requisite observations, some 
passages which, though inconclusive, have been com- 
monly alleged on this behalf. 

[B] Bring forward strongly presumptive, or con- 
clusive^ arguments from Script, passages relating to [a.] 
The object of writing the gospels ; [jg.] Ignorance and 
error in religion as traceable to ignorance of Script. ; 
[y.] Special reprobation of all traditions which add to 
Script., or take from it. 

II. With regard to arguments from reason in 
favour of the Anglican, in opposition to the Roman, rule : 

1 Why, distinctively from any undervaluing of 
absolute truth because unwritten, does the Engl. Ch. rest 
her faith on the written word ? (What, distinctively 
from the consideration of what early testimony and 
traditions, is the question at issue ?) 

As a rule for deciding concerning doctrine, contrast, 
noting particulars. Script, with Tradition. Infer the 
sufficiency and perfection of the Script, (and the insuf- 
ficiency of Tradition) from the very fact of their being 
written, and the history of their writing : noting some 
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particulars of the state of the case as respects both [a.] 
the Old T. and |j8.] the New. (How does Jer. Taylor 
describe the recognition of Scripture, in the early Chris- 
tian Church, as the sole authority in matters of faith ?) 

Why is it unreasonable to suppose that Script, 
should need the aid of Tradition ? How in fact has 
Script, ever been adduced as affording proof respecting 
matters of faith and practice ? Instance in some leading 
doctrines. \Miat has been universally agreed (not- 
withstanding what kind of difference ?) as to Script, 
authority on these points ? What then ought we to con- 
clude? What argument is to be drawn from the 
occurrence in Script of matters not absolutely necessary 
to salvation ? What may be observed as to the extent 
of the appeal which the Ch. of Rome makes to Tradi- 
tion ? What, negatively, as to the information supplied 
to us by Tradition ? 

2 Confute the following ailments (stating them 
more at length where requisite) alleged from reason in 
favour of the Romanist, and against the Anglican, view : 

(1) ' Tradition was the first, at first sd£cient, rule : 
Script, therefore, cannot supersede it.* . . . We do not 
say that Script supersedes tradition ; but . . . ? 

(2) ' Script, was not written systematically, but 
casually ; and therefore cannot be looked on as a sys- 
tematic collection of doctrine and morality.* 

(3) 'The authenticity and canonicity of Script 
rest on tradition alone ; tradition, if necessary to prove 
this, may equally prove other doctrines.* What is the 
proper and essential use of testimony and historical 
evidence in proving the authorship of books ? How, 
in preference to any external testimony, do we ascertain 
the opinions of authors ? Observe on the universality 
(noting some particulars) of consent concerning the 
Canon of Scripture. 

(4) * Many necessary things are not set down in 
Scripture.* State the five instances mentioned by Bel- 
iarmine. What is to be answered, generally, as to the 
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silence of Script, on these points ? What, particularly, 
as to the several instances ? 

(5) ' Some of the chief articles of faith, though 
deduced from Script, could not be proved from it alone 
without the help of tradition and the testimony of the 
Church.* Mention some instances which have been 
alleged. Give the real state of the case, both generally 
with respect to the other articles, and also as to parti- 
culars relating to the Procession of the Holy Ghost, and 
the change of the Sabbath to the Lord's Day. 

(6) * Scripture in many things is so obscure that 
tradition is necessary to explain its meaning.' What 
does the Oh. of Engl, maintain, and what course does 
she pursue, in reference to the explanation of Script. ? 
WTiat do the fathers acknowledge and direct ? On the 
different degrees of clearness in different parts of Script 
refer to Jer. Taylor. 

III. In favour of the Anglican rule, and not of the 
Eoman : 

1 Quote testimonies of the primitive fathers from 
Iren. downward. 

2 Answer the objections, (1) 'That some of the 
fathers, and they important, speak of a rule of faith dis- 
tinct from the Scriptures.' What did Iren. and TertuU. 
mean, the former by the ' rule of truth,' the latter by 
the ' rule of faith ?' What Olement of Alexandria by 
his * nile of truth ?' (what else called by him ?) What 
like sense must we attach to the language of the later 
fathers when they speak of a Regulafideif 

(2) 'That Iren., Tertull., and others, not only 
appealed to tradition, but even preferred arguing from 
it to arguing from Scripture,' But under what circum- 
stances ? What is to be observed concerning the work 
of Vincentius Lirinensis ? 

Whs^t then is the general conclusion from the testi- 
mony of the fathers ? 
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Sect. II. — On the Canon of Scripture. 

(Give the original word, and its signification.) 
(What books does the Art. (quote its statements) 
reckon as Canonical ?) 

How, as regards both the Old T. and the N. respec- 
tively, do we possess a Divine Authority decisive of the 
question, what is Scripture, and what is not ? 

I. As regards the Old Test. : 

How (make requisite quotations and observations) 
has our Lord given His sanction to a certain definite 
number of books ? (What books of the O. T. are un- 
quoted in the N. T. ? Why does this omission not 
invalidate the general answer ?) 

What great difference exists between the Hebrew 
Bible and the Septuagint in respect of the books con- 
tained in each ? 

What Canon is that solely and universally acknow- 
ledged by the modern Jews ? How does it correspond 
with the Canon of the Engl. Oh.? What is to be 
observed of the care with which the Jews have guarded 
their text ? 

How does the Babylonian Talmud (date ?) recount 
the books of the Canon of the Jews ? 

Under what circumstances was Jerome (date ?) led 
to investigate the Canon of the Hebrew Script. ? How 
does he represent the Jews as numbering and classing 
the books of their bible ? , 

How, onli/, does the enumeration of books by 
Origen (date ?) differ from that of Jerome ? And. the 
catalogue of Melito (date ?) from the list as now given 
of the Hebrew Scriptt. ? 

When did Josephus flourish ? What division and 
enumeration does he give of the books of the Jewish 
Canon? (How does Philo (date?) divide them?) 
What is the only difference, and how to be accounted 
for, between the divisions of Joseph, and Jerome? 
How according to Joseph, can we clearly distinguish 
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the Apocr3rphal from the Canonical books ? What is 
to be observed in reference to the shortness of time 
between him and our Saviour's earthly ministry? 
What in reference to the Hebrew copy of the Scriptt. 
which Joseph, tells us was preserved in the Temple ? 
What in reference to Philo's statement concerning the 
veneration of the Jews for the words of Script. ? 

How do our Lord and the Apostles quote the Scrip- 
tures? How does our Lord classify them? What 
may be observed concerning the title ' the Psalms ' 
applied by Him to one class of them ? Does any quo- 
tation from the Apocrypha occur in the N. T. ? 

What additional evidence may we adduce from the 
Prologue to Ecclesiasticus (date ?) and from the Tar- 
gums (give some particulars respecting their date, 
nature, and the range of books in reference to which 
they were written) ? 

Kecapitulate the evidence. What, both positively 
and exclusively, is hereby established concerning the 
Jewish Canon ? 

At what period was the Septuagint version made ? 
Give some particulars respecting the time when, and 
the language or languages in which, the Apocryphal 
books were written, the probable circumstances under 
which they were inserted into the Sept., the mode of 
their arrangement, <fec. What further may be observed, 
negatively, as to the manner in which they have been 
quoted by Philo ? How stands the case as to any 
admission of them into the Hebrew Canon, or reception 
of them by the Jews of Palestine ? 

During the first three centuries in what form in 
Greek, and in Latin, and why so, were the books of the 
0. T. current in the Church ? And how do we from 
this state of the case discover what was, and what was 
the origin of, the mistake through which the Apocry- 
pha obtained an excessive respect or even an undue 
Canonical character ? Show however that this character 
was by no means uniformly ascribed to them. 
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Show, makiog requisite references and observations, 
that in the main the testimony of the fathers, down to 
the close of the fourth century, is decisive for our 
(otherwise established) conclusion as to the exclusive 
canonicity of the Hebrew Scriptures. How does Au- 
gustine (date ?) enumerate the books of the ' Whole 
Canon of Scripture ? * WTiat is the proper weight of 
his authority ? Show, noting particulars, that his tes- 
timony is not undoubted nor uniform. 

Concerning the (usually considered) third Counc. 
of Carthage (date ?) what is to be observed as to its 
enumeration of the books of Scripture, the manner in 
which its decree should probably be interpreted if 
Augustine was present at it, and the reasons, at 
all events, for our refusal of implicit submission to its 
authority ? 

What did the Counc. of Trent decree concerning 
the Canon ? And in what position did the Churches 
of the Roman Communion thus set themselves in refe- 
rence to the Churches of God in ancient times, and to 
all the rest of Christendom at present ? 

II. As regards the New Test. : 

What agreement is there among Christians as to the 
number of the canonical books of the N. T. ? [a.] On 
what avihority does the Rom. Ch. hold that we receive 
the Scriptt. ? How is this inferred by them ? What 
consequently implied as to the present existence of such 
authority (where lodged according to them ?) ? [)3.] 
On what kind of internal evidence have some Protes- 
tants rested the authority of the books of the Nl T. ? 
Instance one Confession. How does the Ch. of Engl, 
regard these [a.] [)3.] kinds of evidence ? 

1 What principle does she assert concerning the 
inspiration of Apostolical writings ? 

2 How do we ascertain what writings were Apos- 
tolical ? 

1 Prove from Script, that Christ promised inspi- 
ration and infallibility to His apostles, and that they 
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professed to have accordingly received such inspira- 
tion, and to be the only infallible depositaries of the 
doctrines of the gospel. 

2 To what test of genuineness must all ancient 
writings be subjected ? What is to be observed as to 
the fact of a book having always been received as the 
work of a certain author ? What as to the amount of 
evidence concerning the genuineness of the different 
books of the N. T. compared with that concerning any 
other ancient writings? On what is that evidence con- 
cerning the N. T. books principally dependent? but 
into what not resolvable ? 

What securities have we that the Churches from the 
first would preserve the writings of the Apostles safe 
and in their integrity ? Give some account of the state 
of the case in six principal particulars. 

What must we accordingly conclude concerning the 
constitution of the primitive church as regards the 
weight of its testimony to Apostolical authorship? 
(And why would it have been impossible for a forger in 
after times to have imposed on the Church ?) 

Under what principal heads may we classify the 
evidence derived from the early Church ? 

(1) As to MSS. of the N. T. Scriptt., what is to 
be observed concerning their diffusion, classification, 
antiquity, the value and the tenour of their testi- 
mony? 

(2) What is to be observed concerning the languages 
(instance some) in which the ancient versions of the 
N. T. Scriptt. were made ? What versions claim to be 
the most ancient ? When may the ancient Italic Version 
probably have been made ? W^hat causes a difficulty in 
ascertaining what Latin MS. at present fairly represents 
the most ancient text ? What however is the substantial 
testimony of all existing Latin VV. of any authority ? 
Give some particulars respecting the antiquity and value 
of the Peschito Syriac Version ? With what exceptions 
(how probably to be accounted for ?) does it contain the 
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books of our present Canon ? What is its testimony 
on the present question ? 

(3) Instance (with requisite particolars) regular 
catalogues given by fathers, beginning with Origen, and 
by councils, through the first four centuries. 

(4) How stands the case with respect to quotations 
from our sacred books, references to them, commenta- 
ries on them, &c., from the earliest ages. Give instances 
in illustration : refer, among others, to the Apostolical 
fathers, to Just. M., Iran., Clem. Alex., Tertuil., (what 
does Dr. Lardner observe concerning the amount of 
N. T. quotations in his works ?), Cyprian. 

Farther, what is to be observed concerning the recep- 
tion of the sacred books by heretics and schismatics ? 
and the proceedings of heathens and persecutors in 
respect to them ? (Who were called Traditores f) 

Sum up the amount and tenor of evidence for the 
existence from the earliest times of the N. T. Scriptt. 
How in point of reception was a distinction shown 
between some other works (of what kind ?) and Canoni- 
cal Script. ? 

Notice some particulars of internal evidence by which 
the books of the N. T. as genuine writings are strongly 
distinguished from forgeries. 

As to the fact (already brought under notice) that 
some books were less universally quoted and classed in 
the catalogues than others : 

What father first apprises us that some few books 
were by some persons considered doubtful ? 

How does Eusebius distinctly classify books ? (How 
Cyril of Jerusalem ?) According to Euseb. what are 
the undoubted books? What the generally/, but not 
universally, received ones ? (What other works does he 
mention as estimable but not canonical?) Of what 
nature were the principal reasons for doubting the 
genuineness and canonicity of the not-universally re- 
ceived books ? 

In reply to these alleged reasons for doubt, notice, 

D 
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giving particulars, the state of the case vrith respect to 
(the only doubted books of considerable length, i. e.) the 
epistle of St. James, that to the Hebrews, and the Apo- 
calypse. (By vrhat Church was the former, by what 
the latter, of the last -mentioned two works, not fully 
admitted as canonical ?) 

With what feelings may we well regard the deci- 
sions on the Canon by Councils in the fourth century ? 
But on what testimony did the Church of that period 
actually receive the Scriptt. ? And what is the case as 
to the present Church ? 

Sect, III, — On [/.] the real Value of Tradition, and 
[IT.] the Heading of the Apocrypha, 

I. Beside the Tradition equal and parallel with 
Script, held by the Ch. of Rome, what two kinds o.f 
Tradition are there, subservient to Script., and calcu- 
lated to throw light on it ? With respect to them what 
is the feeling and the practice of the Ch. of Engl. ? 

How is it that the Script, leaves room — and why so 
without impeachment of its rightful sufl&ciency — for the 
application of Ecclesiastical Tradition ? W^hat may be 
observed as to the utility of such Tradition, and our 
mode of using it ? 

Give an outline of the view taken by us of Hermen- 
eutical Tradition; noticing the advantages enjoyed by 
the early Christians for the interpreting of the N. T., 
the importance to us of ascertaining what their constant 
teaching was, and the right use to be made by us of 
their teaching as ascertained to be such. 

* Antiquity is a mark of truth, and novelty a mark 
of error, in religion.' Apply this rule, for example, in 
reference to the Socinians, and to the controversy with 
the Ch. of Rome. 

Show what view the Ch. of Engl, takes of the right 
use of tradition, and of the value of the testimony of the 
primitive Church, by reference to a Canon of the Con- 
vocation of 1671, to the Preface to the Ordination Serv. 



SECT, in.] FOR SALVATION. 35 

to some of our principal Reformers, and of our succeed- 
ing great divines. How does Bp. Kaye illustrate the 
value of ancient opinions in religion from consideration 
of the progressive nature of the knowledge obtained by 
human science, as contrasted with that of the knowledge 
imparted by Revelation ? What does Bp. Patrick say 
concerning what may be called a confirming tradition f 
(Refer to Dr. Waterland on the present subject.) 

II. How does our Art. speak of the Apocrypha, 
and what Apocryphal books does it enumerate ? 

What does the Oh. of Engl, appoint concerning the 
use of the Apocrypha in her services ? To whose cen- 
sure has she therefore been exposed ? What possible 
danger may appear to exist in her practice in this mat- 
ter ? What further objections have been made to it ? 

In reply to objections : — To what inadmissible length 
would the exclusion from the Church of compositions 
merely because human — or because not faultless (an 
inevitable consequence) —consistently carry us ? How 
is the risk of mistaking Apocrypha for Scripture suffici- 
ently guarded against by our Church ? (How at the 
Savoy Conference did the Bishops answer the Puritan 
exceptions against the reading of the Apocrypha? 
Does the Apocrypha prove or support the errors of the 
Ch. of Rome ? Whence has she derived them ? 

Positively, in favour of the reading of the Apocry- 
phal books : — What is to be alleged concerning their 
nature and history ? How were they received by the 
Alexandrian Jews ? How looked on and appealed to 
by the fathers ? How esteemed and used in most 
Churches from very early times? How did Ruffinus 
distinctly ely characterize books Apocryphal and books 
Ecclesiastical? What is to be observed as to the 
occurrence of the Apocryphal books (as we call them) 
in versions of the 0. T., and the usage of the Church 
respecting them to the time of the Reformation? 
How do the foreign reformers speak of the Apocrypha ? 
What does the Belgic Confession allow respecting 
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them? How does the Eastern Church treat the 
Apocrypha? 'The N. T. writers, even our Lord 
Himself, appear often to cite from the Septuagint :' — 
What may be observed on this fact in reference to 
the present subject ? 

How do the above views, in the general, appear to 
have influenced our Reformers ? Under what limita- 
tions have they sanctioned the use of the Apocrypha? 
What may be observed as to the degree of respect in 
which the Apocrypha is usually held in this country ? 
(Refer to Cecil.) 

Art. VII. — Of the Old Testament. 

Sect. I. — History, 

How is this Art. compounded from Artt. of 1552 ? 

I. What is the doctrine stated in the Jirst part of 
our present Art. ? 

What did the Gnostic sects deny (how led to such 
denial ?) concerning the Creator of the world ? What 
was their consequent opinion respecting the 0. T. ? 
How, in particular, did Marcion (written against by 
what father ?) teach on the present subject ? 

What were the views of the Manichees ? and how 
did they consequently look on the O. T. ? By what 
mediaeval sects probably followed ? 

What fanatical sects had the framers of (both parts 
of) this Art. most probably in view ? 

By what class of persons, beside heretics and fana- 
tics, has the opinion been held that the fathers looked 
only for transitory promises? What does Bp. War- 
burton in The Divine Legation of Moses endeavour to 
prove respecting this subject ? 

II. By looking at the wording of the original 
19th Art. against what fanatics does it appear that the 
latter part (how framed?) of our present Art. is 
chiefly directed? Give some account of the Antino- 
mians and the Anabaptists ; how opposed to the doc- 
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trine of this (and probably that of the former) part of 
this Art ? 

To what views respecting the ceremonial part of the 
Mosaic law does the Art. incidentally allude ? What 
must early Judaizing Christian teachers have held con- 
cerning this matter? As regards the regulation of 
Christian commonwealths after the model of the Jewish 
polity, what was probably the case with the Anabap- 
tists of Munster ? How did the Puritans, at the period 
of the Great Rebellion, habitually use 0. T. language? 

Why is it highly probable that at the period of the 
Reformation the whole question concerning the agree- 
ment of the O. T. with the N. T. was much debated ? 
To what enquiry on this subject, and how, would men 
then be naturally led ? 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. Concerning the statement that eternal life is 
offered to mankind in the 0. T. as well as in the N. T. 
through Jesus Christ ; and that the fathers looked for 
more than transitory promises : 

Under what heads may we conveniently treat this 
division of the subject ? 

1. Give some account of the nature of the Jewish 
commonwealth as distinctively a Theocracy ; (noticing 
in this view the position of the human rulers of the He- 
brews ; the ministration and sanction of the laws ; the 
light in which the Tabernacle and the Temple were to 
be regarded ; the destruction of God's enemies ;) and the 
character of the law of Moses in reference to the Theo- 
cratic nature of the commonwealth. 

From the above state of the case, what may we 
immediately understand concerning the nature of the 
sanctions of the Law ? On what principle were punish- 
ments inflicted, rewards conferred, admonitions given, 
<&c., and what accordingly do we find was the case 
among the Jews ? 

How is the nature of the Jewish dispensation mis- 
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taken by viewing it as the first full declaration of God's 
will to man ? What, distinctively, was its direct and 
apparent object ? 

What efficacy did the Jews who were contemporary 
with Christ and his Apostles vainly ascribe to the law 
of Moses ? And why vainlj' ? What efficacy only had 
the sacrifices under the Law ? Show how, accordingly, 
the case actually stood. 

2 For what farther purpose was the Mosaic economy 
designed ? Notice, in this view, instancing some parti- 
culars, the typical character of the Law of Moses, its 
gpirit as contrasted with its letter^ and the current of 
promise and prophecy running through the 0. T. in 
reference to a Mediator and Redeemer. 

What was the comparative state of religious know- 
ledge among the Jews ? Show, however, adverting to 
primaeval revelation, and noticing the progress of inti- 
mations of a Mediator, that that Mediator was firmly 
believed in. 

3 Did the fathers, then, look only for transitory 
promises ? 

Why is it that Moses does not bring prominently 
forward the doctrine of a future state ?* In what part 
only of his writings can we expect to meet with any 
allusion to it? Refer, making requisite observations, 
to the principal passages in the books of Moses which 
seem to prove the belief of the patriarchs in an eternity, 
and that the knowledge of it was general in the days of 
Moses himself. 

' Oh that my words were now written ! Oh that 
they were printed in a book I That they were graven 
with an iron pen and lead in the rock for ever ! For I 
know that my Redeemer liveth, and that He shall 
stand at the latter day upon the earth; and though 
after my skin worms destroy this body, yet in my flesh 



♦ What beyond this does Bp.Warburton assert ? Why in- 
consequentially ? 
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slmll I see God : whom I shall see for myself, and mine 
eyes shall hehold, and not another; though my veins be 
consumed within me.' Job xix. 23-27. (Make re- 
quisite remarks concerning the date and authorship of 
the book of Job.) Give what may probably be the 
more literal rendering of the last three verses. Wliat 
important belief does the passage, however rendered, 
almost necessarily appear to prove ? What only dififer- 
ence results from different interpretations of the clause 
translated * in my llesh * in our version ? What ex- 
planation ignoring the recognition of a future state in 
the above passage has been given ? and how supported 
by the alleged non-occurrence of any intimation of a 
belief in an immortality elsewhere in the book of Job ? 
In answer; show that our interpretation is little af- 
fected by the previous silence of Job on this subject, 
and is moreover peculiarly consonant with the manner 
in which Job's declaration is ushered in ; show also the 
futility of attempts to interpret certain expressions in 
the book of Job into a denial of the doctrine of a future 
existence ; and indeed the actual countenance afforded 
by some expressions to such a doctrine. 

* I have set the Lord always before me ; because He 
is at my right hand I shall not be moved. Therefore 
my heart is glad, and my glory rejoiceth ; yea my flesh 
also shall rest in confidence. For Thou wilt not leave my 
soul in Hades, neither wilt Thou suffer Thine Holy 
One to see corruption. Thou wilt shew me the path of 
life : in Thy presence is the fulness of joy : at Thy 
right hand there are pleasures for evermore I* Ps. xvi. 
8-11. Of what hope is such language manifestly ex- 
pressive to a Christian ? To whom does this passage 
refer, and what does it mean, according to St. Peter ? 
Show the improbability of the Psalmist's not understand- 
ing such a meaning to be contained in it. Refer to 
other passages in the Psalms which lead us to conclude 
that the writer held the belief of a future state : and 
show the futility of attempts from certain other passages 
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in them to infer the contrary. Do the same as regards 
the writings of Solomon. 

What is generally allowed (yea, what admitted by 
Warbarton ?) as to the mention of immortality in the 
prophets? Quote, with requisite observations, a re- 
markable passage from Isaiahy>|ind another from Daniel, 
relating to this subject. 

What was the belief of the Jews (except what sect 
only ?) in the time of our Saviour concerning a future 
immortality ? Under what circumstances, and how, does 
St. Paul note his adherence to the general belief ? Of 
the opposite interpretations of the 0. T. on this point 
by the Pharisees and the Sadducees which does the 
N. T. abundantly evidence to be right ? How does 
our Lord decide the question between them from the 
O. T. ? 

What full assurance concerning the expectation of 
the ancient fathers do we obtain from Heb. xi. ? Give 
requisite quotations and observations. 

Yet further, what is proved concerning the 0. T. by 
the frequency and the manner of quotation of it by the 
writers of the N. T. ? What does our Lord assert 
of the 0. T. Scriptures ? What does St. Paul tell 
Timothy concerning them? What commendation in 
reference to them is given to the people of Berea ? 
W^hat therefore was manifestly the teaching of the N. 
T. writers and of their Lord as respects the question of 
the agreement of the Old T. with the New ? 

II. Concerning the state of the case with respect to, 
(1) the duration of the ceremonial of the Jewish Law, 
and (2) the obligations of the commandments called 
moral : 

1 What two purposes did the Mosaic Law serve ? 
How is it that those purposes have now ceased to 
exist ? And what follows as to the question concern- 
ing the continuance of the Mosaic Law ? 

Show that there cannot be at present any kingdom 
circumstanced as that of Israel was : from considerations 
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respecting the sovereignty of God as now exercised; 
and the nature of the mediatorial kingdom of Christ. 

What follows, as to the question concerning the 
fitness of governing any kingdom by the laws, or re- 
gulating it by the ceremonial, of the Jewish polity? 
Instance a certain class of offences which stand on a 
different footing with respect to the governments of 
earthly sovereigns from that on which they stood with 
respect to the Theocracy. What is the spirit of 
Christianity in relation to religious wars and perse- 
cutions ? Instance violations of this spirit. In what 
terms does St. Paul (quote and observe) speak of ad- 
herence to Jewish ceremonial ? Explain, consistently 
with his language, our Lord's declaration that * one jot 
or tittle should not pass away till all was fulfilled ? * 

Why, though the case be such as it is respecting the 
ceremonial Law, (notice briefly some particulars as to 
its specialty) ought we still to be able to derive lessons 
of political wisdom from the ordinances appointed for 
the government of the Jewish race ? (Show that from 
the doing away in Christ of the temporal or carnal cere- 
monies of the Jewish law it does not follow that all out- 
ward ordinances are inconsistent with Christian worship.) 

2 On what principle, independently of its obliga- 
tory character in common with the ceremonial part of 
the Law under the Theocracy, is the moral portion of 
the Law of Moses founded ? and how is its perma- 
nent validity thus manifested ? How does St. Paul 
(quote and observe) guard against being supposed to 
speak disparagingly (under what circumstances ?) of the 
Law itself, and show that it is still binding on Chris- 
tians ? W^here, and how, (make requisite observations) 
does our Lord show that the moral law is binding on 
Christians, even in a stricter sense than on the Jews ? 
W^hat, in particular, does He say concerning the break- 
ing, (fee, of * one of these least commandments,' and the 
opposite conduct ? 

' Some of the moral commandments are accom- 
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panied with sanctions .which have respect to the state 
of things under the Jewish Theocracy/ Give a re- 
markable instance : Show however that such cases by- 
no means disprove the universally binding nature of 
moral injunctions : In regard to the instance just ad-> 
verted to, how does St Paul enforce that particular 
commandment by his application of the terms under 
which it was given under the Mosaic economy ? 

Art. VIII. — Op the Three Creeds. 
What is stated by the Church in this Art. ? 
Sect, J. — Of Creeds in General. 

To what is the probable origin of Creeds to be 
traced ? What notices occur of forms of Baptism as 
used in Scripture ? What was probably the usage of 
the Apostles and their immediate disciples as to forms 
of Creeds ? Wliat was the liberty of Churches as to 
the making of their Creeds ? How did Creeds grad- 
ually become enlarged ? 

With what only exceptions does Dr. Grabe on 
investigation conclude that all the Articles of what is 
commonly called the Apostles' Creed were used in the 
Apostolic Confessions of faith ? (But what is the anti- 
quity of the excepted Articles as matters of doctrine ?) 

What is the case as to the frequency, substance, 
and form, of confessions of faith in the writings of early 
fathers, and of Creeds of early Churches ? What was 
the first Creed set forth for universal use, by the same 
universal authority ? Whence does it appear that some 
authoritative standard (what, and how spoken of ?) was 
prevalent in the early Church ? 

What was the conmionest name by which the 
Creed was designated? What various accounts have 
been given of the meaning of that name ? Is it easy to 
decide on the proper sense ? Which is the least likely ? 
What is the derivation of the word * Creed ? * 
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Sect. IL — The Apostles^ Creed. 

What tradition does Euffinus mention concerning 
the drawing up of the Apostles' Creed? In what 
manner does the author of the Sermons de Tempore 
particularize its drawing up ? What are the four prin- 
cipal objections (and what their conclusiveness ?) against 
the traditions just noticed ? On what two accounts, 
however, may the Creed well be called Apostolic ? Of 
what early Church was the Creed most nearly cor- 
responding to that now called the Apostles* Creed? 
And why was this latter probably so called ? 

Sect. III. — The Nicene Creed. 

What Creed did Epiphanius — how describing it? 
— ^recite at the Counc. of Nice ? and how was it re- 
ceived by the Church? W^hat kind of omission in 
the Creed delivered by Arius (to whom ?) made it 
requisite that the Counc. should proceed further in 
wording its confession of faith than was done in the 
Creed of Euseb. ? What important expressions and 
assertions did they accordingly introduce in the Nicene 
Creed as set forth under their authority ? How was 
this Creed received ? What has been thought by many 
of this Creed as being an abridgment? and of its 
extending no further than to the Art. ' I believe in the 
Holy Ghost?* 

Epiphanius, and Cyril of Jerusalem, in writings 
previous to the Counc. of Constantinople, give clauses 
(note requisite particulars) as part of the Creed which 
do not occur in that (at least in the extant form of 
it) set forth by the Nicene Counc: Of what three 
inferences must we then necessarily adopt one in re- 
ference to the use of such additional clauses ? 

What was the principal object of the Counc. of 
Constantinople ? With what only exception did their 
enlarged edition of the Nicene Creed agree with the 
Creed of Epiphan. ? What are the clauses contained 
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in the Constantinopolitan Creed (the Filioque of course 
is not here referred to) which do not occur in the 
Creed as put forth by the Counc. of Nice ? What is to 
be observed concerning the clause, ' The Lord, and 
Giver of life?* (Give the original.) 

What did the Counc. of Ephesus decree concerning 
the Counc. of Constantinople ? Give some account of 
the progress of the introduction of the Constantino- 
politan Creed into Liturgical use. 

Sect, IV. — The reed of St, Athanasius, 

I 'What belief respecting the authorship of this 
Creed was in former times entertained by many ? 
When was a critical examination of the question of 
its authorship first entered on? How did Vossius, 
and how did Abp. Usher, oppose the received opinion ? 
On what grounds did Quesnel (date ?) assign the author- 
ship of it to Vigilius Tapsensis ? To whom did An- 
telmi (date ?) ascribe this Creed ? By whom does Dr. 
Waterland strongly argue that it was written ? 

As to the arguments by which the time and place in 
which this Creed was written, have been pretty cer- 
tainly arrived at : — [A] As to time : 

1 Give some account of external proofs from (1) 
Ancient testimonies; (2) Commentaries; (3) MSS.; 
(4) Versions ; (5) The [progressive] reception of this 
Creed. Up to what time can we thus trace this Creed ? 
and as being to what degree then known, &c. ? 

2 As to internal evidences : (Give the limit of 
dcUe inferred under each of the following heads ;) (1) 
Show that it was clearly written after the rise of the 
Apollinarian heresy. (What do we learn from Epiphan. 
in connection with this subject ? — Notice date of death 
of Athanasius.) (2) How does it appear probable that 
the author was acquainted with writings of St. Augus- 
tine ? (Notice the occurrence of the Filioque in this 
Creed.) (3) Show, both negatively and positively, that 
it appears to have been written before the rise of tho 
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EvJtyckiam, (4) Show that it was prohahly written 
before the epread of Nestorianum. (VYhy does a 
later date of the Creed not necessarily follow, from 
the occurrence in it of terms which appear condemna- 
tory both of Eutychianism and Nestorianism ?) Be- 
tween what limits of date do we thus conclude that 
the Greed was in all probability composed ? 

[B] As to place: (1) In what country does it 
seem to have been first received? With respect to 
this country, what is to be observed concerning (2) the 
esteem in which this Creed was held ; (3) Its admission 
into the Psalter ; (4) Versions of it, Commentaries on 
it, &c. ; (6) MS8. of it. What has hence been with the 
greatest probability concluded ? 

Give some particulars concerning Vincentius Liri- 
nensis, and Hilary of Aries, and of the arguments for 
the ascription to each, respectively, of the authorship of 
this Creed ? By a writer of what country, at all events, 
was it pretty certainly written ? Why, very probably, 
was it called Athanasian f 

II. In what does the particular value of this Creed 
consist? Why, notwithstanding what kind of argu- 
ments, does it itill continue highly serviceable ? 
Answer the objection which has been made to the 
strength of what are called the damnatory clauses. 
Even if we think them unnecessarily severe, what is 
to be observed against the removal of this Creed from 
the formularies of the Church ? 

How will the meaning and importance of the different 
clauses be best appreciated? [Make requisite observa- 
tions throughout in answering the following questions.] 

Ver. 4. — * Neither confounding the Persons, nor 
dividing the Substance.* W^hat errors are here op- 
posed? Against what heresy do the next 14 verses 
seem principally aimed ? Ver. 19. [conclusion of this 
portion.] * For like as we are compelled by the 
Christian verity to acknowledge every Person by Him- 
self to be God and Lord ; so are we forbidden by the 



46 OF OBIGINAL, OR BIRTH-SIN. [aRT. IX. 

Catholic Religion to say, There he three Gods or three 
Lords.* ^Yhat heterodox inference have some snp- 
posed to he deducible from the former part of this 
clause ? Show that such a supposition is unwarranted. 
To what errors are the next 4 verses opposed? 
and what do they state? Ver. 23. — * So there is one 
Father, not three Fathers : One Son, not three Sons ; 
One Holy Ghost, not three Holy Ghosts.* Reply to 
the possible question, what is the use of this clause ? 
Of what subject does the Creed treat from ver. 27 ? 
Point out the various heretical opinions excluded by 
this statement, and the intent and force of the clauses 
particularly contradicting them. 

Give the Three Creeds in their Original Languages. 

Art. IX. — Of Original, or Birth-Sin. 
Sect. I, — History, 

From what times, and by what kinds of persons, 
has the origin of evil been a subject of speculation ? 
What seems to be indicated concerning the Jewish 
opinions on this subject by their rite of circumcision, 
and their custom of baptism (of whom ?) ? 

What did the early fathers hold concerning the 
existence of human corruption ? How does the history 
of Infant Baptism bear on the present question ? 

How does TertuU. speak of natural evil as afFccting 
the soul? How does Cyprian in arguing for infant 
baptism state the case as to original sin ? 

What did Florinus (who ? and when ?) heretically 
teach concerning the origin of evil? By whom was 
a letter addressed to him in opposition to his error? 
How has it been thought prohable that he was led to 
fall into it ? 

To what did the Gnostics in general attribute the 
origin of sin? What was held by Colorbasus and 
Priscillian ? What did the Manichees teach concerning 
the origin of evil, and the nature of sin? 
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What was the theory of Origen concerning a state 
of pre -existence ? In what respect must this have 
affected his view of the present question ? With what 
has he been charged ? (Is it easy to judge accurately 
concerning his opinions ?) How nevertheless does he at 
times speak clearly concerning original sin ? 

What called forth more decidedly the sentiments of 
the Church on this doctrine? Give some particulars 
concerning Pelagius, and Cselestius, (and Julianus,) and 
the opposition raised against their doctrines. ^Tien 
and where were they finally condemned ? What were 
the doctrines charged against Cselestius at the Counc. 
of Carthage (data ?) ? What, negatively and positive- 
ly, is to be noted in the Creed sent by Pelagius to 
Innocent ? (What did the Pelagians vainly endeavour 
to prove in their favour as to the language of some of 
the ancient fathers?) Who were Pelagius' principal 
opponents ? Give some account of the fortunes of 
Pelagianism in Britain. 

What did the schoolmen in the middle ages seem to 
have considered Original Righteousness to be ? (How 
does Luther state their view of it ?) And what ac- 
cordingly would their notion of original sin be ? of the 
infection of the body, and of the contraction of guilt by 
the soul ? What point doubted by St. Augustine did 
the schoolmen decide, and how ? and with what ne- 
cessary consequence ? 

What did the Counc. of Trent decree on this ar- 
ticle ? (What great dispute arose in reference to the 
Virgin Mary, on this subject ?) Particularly, in what 
point did they differ from our Art. IX. ? What did 
they determine on this point ? and how did they ex- 
pound their determination ? 

What did the Lutherans maintain in this respect ? 
What is declared in the 2nd article of the Augsburgh 
Confession ? Whence is our IXth. Art. evidently de- 
rived ? 

Give statements of Calvin concerning original sin. 
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What difference concerning the first introduction of sin 
is to be found between the sublapsarian, and the supra- 
lapsarian, Calvinists ? 

On the exteM of the vitiation of our nature by the 
fall, what are the differing views, respectively, of the 
Calvinists and the Arminians ? What have the Cal- 
vinists generally maintained (though with what admis- 
sion ?) concerning the invptUatian of Adam's sin ? What 
does Calvin seem rather to have held ? 

At the Reformation what opinions on the present 
subject appear to have been held by the Anabaptists ? 
(What distinguishing tenet of theirs would naturally 
be connected with such opinions ?) How are they 
alluded to in the first draught of the Art. on Original 
Sin in lo52 ? What language have the Socinians in 
later times held on this subject ? What have they 
generally denied ? 

In reference to attempts to show, on the one hand, 
that the language of our Church is Calvinistical, on the 
other, that it is Arminian, what answer is to be derived 
from consideration of the time when the Artt. were 
drawn up ? With whom is it pretty certain that the 
Elizabethan reformers symbolized in this and some of 
the following Artt. ? 

Give the words of our IX th Art, ; making requisite 
observations on its omissions and its statements. No- 
tice the Homily on the Misery of Man, and that on the 
Nativity. 

Sect II, — Scriptural Proof, 

To what, exclusively, will it be better here to con- 
fine ourselves ? 

What five propositions are embraced in this Art. ? 

I. Concerning the existence of original sin : 

What might we infer even from our own knowledge 
and observation ? 

What do we learn on this subject (give quotations) 
from the O. T. ? 
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Show ihat the same doctrine pervades the Gospels. 

Why are we to expect this subject to be most sys- 
tematically treated of in the Elpistles ? How is it 
treated of in the £p. to the Romans ? ' In my flesh ;' 
Horn. vii. 18. What is the meaning of this expression ? 
What meaning, in particular, and why, must we reject 
in this and the next chapter ? Of whose case does the 
Apostle appear in chap. vii. to be speaking ? Show 
(quoting) the similarity of his language in his other 
epistles. 

11. Concerning the derivation of original sin : 

Where do we find the account of the fall of Adam ? 
Show, quoting from Job and the Psalms, what the O. 
T. teaches of the transmission of sinfulness by inheri- 
tance. 

' That which is bom of the flesh is flesh ; ' John iii. 
6. Show that our Lord here teaches a similar doctrine. 
WTiat does St. Paul, accordingly, state as a well-known 
truth ? ' By one man sin entered into the world, and 
death by sin ; and so death passed upon all men, for 
that all have sinned ; ' Eom. v. 12. Quote following 
expressions to the same purpose. How might such 
words, if standing alone, bear a Pelagian interpretation? 
But how does St. Paul expressly guard against such an 
interpretation ? Our Lord was sent * in the likeness 
of sinful flesh ; * Eom. viii. 3. What may be observed 
on this passage in reference to our Lord's assertion that 
* that which is born of the flesh is flesh ? ' Show, giving 
requisite quotations, that with this His doctrine entirely 
corresponds all that the Apostles write of the corruption 
of men by nature, and of the new birth necessary for 
every man that is in Christ. 

State briefly the view of the present subject thus on 
the whole to be derived from Scripture. (Notice some 
popular illustrations of it, and a certain class of philoso- 
phical discussions relating to it.) As to the corruption 
of human nature both in body and soul, what do we 
conclude from Scripture ? 

B 
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III. As to the extent of human corruption : 
What two different interpretations have been given 

of the language of our Art. ? To what phrase in the 
Latin Art. have Calvinists appealed in support of their 
view ? How did their opponents argue in reply ? 

Make requisite observations on the following pas- 
sages of Script. : 

* Every imagination of man's heart is only evil 
continually ; ' Gen. vi. 5. ; ' God putteth no trust in 
His saints, &c. * Job xv. 16. ; * The heart is deceitful 
above all things, and desperately-wicked ' (the original 
term ?) ; (fee, Jer. xvii. 9. Quote kindred assertions in 
Rom. vii. viii. 

- What is thus undoubtedly proved concerning the 
extent of the corruption of the human heart ? and how 
far accordingly does our Church go ? 

How do they who would push the matter to its 
greatest length argue from the passages above quoted ? 

How do those who differ from them argue ? Give 
some Script, passages as used by these latter in support 
of their views. St. Paul says, * in him, that is, in his 
flesh, dwelleth no good thing:' How do they, ad- 
ducing other passages, argue that he is not to be under- 
stood as authorizing the extreme view of the other 
party? 

IV, As to the statement that original sin ' in every 
person born into the world deserveth God's wrath and 
damnation : ' 

How would Dr. Hey understand the word * damna- 
tion ? ' What at all events may be observed concerning 
the language of this Art. ? 

Show, from expressions of St. Paul, that the woe 
denounced (why ?) on Adam passed (how ?) from him 
to his posterity. * Children of wrath ; ' Eph. ii. 3. 
With what representation made by our Lord in refer- 
ence to the case of children does the Apostle's language 
here and elsewhere (quote a passage before referred to) 
correspond ? 
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What then is the state of the case as regards all 
men ? And how have they been brought into this 
condition ? 

How did Adam become subject to wrath and death? 
And how from his becoming so subject do we infer 
that all men, even without the commission of actual sin, 
are sinners before God ? 

To what life is the death which Adam brought in 
opposed, according to St. Paul ? From the nature of 
that life what do we infer as to the nature of that death ? 
What is the conclusion with respect to every person 
born into the world ? 

What hypothesis as to imputation was current 
among the school-men, and prevalent among the fol- 
lowers of St. August. ? What is to be observed con- 
cerning this hypothesis (notice the illustration of it from 
Levi's paying tithes while yet in the loins of Abraham, 
Heb. vii. 9, 10.) in relation to St. Paul's language ? 
Does it correspond with his assertion, ' Death passed 
upon all men, for that all have sinned ? ' What 
translation (how to be accounted of ?) of €<^* ^ in this 
passage would much favour the above hypothesis ? 
How, accordingly, does August, argue ? How is St. 
Paul's statement more easily to . be understood than as 
supporting the imputation theory ? 

V. As to the statements of the Art. concerning the 
condemnation, and the infection, of original sin, and the 
nature of concupiscence and lust : 

1 What do we hold, according to the doctrine of 
Script, (quote) as to the effect of baptism on the con- 
demnation deserved by original sin, in the case of all 
that believe and are baptized ? 

2 What does our Ch. declare on this point in the 
case of baptized children (see further as to infant hap* 
timij Art. xxvii.) dying before the commission of actual 
sin? 

What do we hold as to the remanence of the infec- 
tion of original sin ? What was ruled herein by the 
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Counc. of Trent ? What is to be observed concerning 
the two renderings (what ?) by which the word renati 
of the Lat. Art. is translated in the Engl. Art. ? 

In proof that the baptized and regenerate Christian 
is not free from the infection of original corruption, 
quote, with requisite observations, passages from St. 
James, St. Paul, St. Peter, and St. John's according 
assertion of those whose * fellowship is with the Father, 
and with His Son Jesus Christ.* 

3 What did the Counc. of Trent hold, positively 
and negatively, concerning * concupiscence and lust ? * 
What is the statement, opposing a part of their decisions, 
put forth by the Ch. of England ? Show that this is 
founded on Script. (Notice the connexion between lust 
and 8in apparent in the Hebrew language.) 

Art. X. — Of Free Will. 
Give the words of the Art. 

Sect. L — History, 

Why are we not likely to find the sentiments of the 
Apostolical Fathers on this subject very distinctly 
expressed ? How far however do they fully and plainly 
teach? 

What does Just. M. reply to the allegations (what ?) 
of the Jews concerning the necessity of Christ's suffer- 
ings ? How to the heathens does he represent the 
predictions of the prophets as not involving a fatal 
necessity ? What does he maintain in opposition to the 
Stoic belief in fate ? — What nevertheless does he main- 
tain concerning Divine grace, and the aid of God's 
Spirit ? 

What doctrines as to fatalism were held by the 
Gnostics and other early heretics ? How does Iren. 
in answer to Florinus {vid. antea) speak of human free- 
dom, and of the grace of God ? 

What did the Marcionites' doctrine of the two prin- 
ciples lead them to hold ? What does Tertull. maintain 
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against them ? (What fanciful theory was tanght hy 
ValentinuB concerning immutahle distinctions between 
different kinds of men ?) 

How is it to be accounted for that the Pelagians 
were ready to quote some of the ancients in defence of 
their errors ? 

Give an outline of the representations of Origen as 
to the state of all created beings according to his notion 
of pre-existence. How would he be led to speak of the 
freedom of the will ? And what accusation has accord- 
ingly been brought against him ? What may be 
observed in extenuation ? 

What did Manes and his followers hold according 
to their doctrine (what?) of the origin of actions? 
Why did St. August, in his earlier treatises constantly 
direct his arguments against the Manichsean errors? 
What change in his manner of writing took place after 
the rise of Pelagianism ? Why however is no material 
change of his opinions to be truly asserted ? 

How are the tenets of the Pelagians on the present 
subject expressed in a charge against Goslestius at the 
Gounc. of Carthage ? What did the Semi-Pelagians 
teach? 

Notice the doctrines of Goteschalc (date ?) in con- 
nection with the present subject. — Notice the Libri 
Sententiarum of Peter Lombard (date?). 

What kind of questions were discussed to a great 
extent by the schoolmen (in what period ?) ? Give 
some account of the two most famous leaders among 
them? 

Give some account of a mode by which the school- 
authors endeavoured to reconcile some of the apparent 
difficulties of the present question by their doctrine of 
grace de congruo. What was the tendency of this doc- 
trine? 

How did Luther look on it ? What may be ob- 
served concerning expressions (quote) used by him in 
reference to it ? 
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In the diBCUBsion of the Lutheran opinions on this 
doctrine in the Counc. of Trent, what were the opposing 
views propounded by the Franciscans and the Domini- 
cans ? How (instance) were the decrees of the Oounc. 
finally drawn up ? 

What kind of modification in the Lutheran language 
took place after the earlier days of the Reformation ? 
What is affirmed by the Confession of Augsburgh ? 

What kind of language is used by the Calvinistic 
reformers on the inability of man except for evil ? 
(Quote from Calvin.) What difiference of opinion was 
there between the supralapsarian and the sublapsarian 
Calvinists as to Adam's freedom of will in a state of 
innocence ? Is Calvin's own opinion on this point 
known with certainty ? 

Give some account of the rise of what is called 
Arminianism, W^hat did the Remonstrants (why so 
called ?) propound (refer to their articles) on the sub- 
ject of free-will ? Give some account of the calling, 
proceedings, and decrees, of the Synod of Dort. 

What theory on grace and free-will was propounded 
by Molina, a Jesuit ? Give some account of the con- 
tention hence raised. When, and how excited, did this 
controversy again break out ? Give some account of 
its progress, <fec. 

What are the Socinian opinions on free-will ? 

What is said in the Art. of Free-W^ill in the Neces' 
sart/ Doctrine set forth by Hen. VIII. ? 

Whom do the reformers in the reign of Edw. VL 
appear to have followed ? How was an Art. ^ Of 
Grace ' worded in the Artt. of 1552 ? 

Into what kind of controversies, and with what con- 
sequences, were the Engl, divines led who fled from the 
Marian persecution ? What three distinct parties (note 
some particulars respecting them) accordingly were 
there in the Ch. in the early part of the reign of Eliz. ? 
What course did Abp. Parker pursue in this state of 
things ? Why was the Art, on Orace omitted ? 



SECT, n.] OP FBEE WILL. 65 

What effort was made on the part of the Puritan 
divines in the Conference at Hampton Court (date ?) to 
obtain an alteration in the language of some of the 
Artt. ? With what result ? 

How do the Artt. therefore remain ? In what 
respects only do those on grace, free-will, and the like, 
differ from those of 1562 ? 

In reference to the doctrines of Calvin what two 
parties have ever since the reign of Eliz. existed in the 
Engl. Ch. ? How does each regard the language of the 
Artt. ? What is to be observed on this subject in 
reference to the time when the Artt. were framed ? 
What, on the whole, was the course probably held by 
their framers ? 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

The IXth. Art. does not define the exact amount of 
man's defection from original righteousness : How does 
a necessity hence follow for stating the utter helpless- 
ness of man towards good ? 

Into what two heads does the subject as stated in 
this Art. seem to divide itself? 

I. As to the natural helplessness of man since the 
fall: 

What is the point simply to be proved ? 

1 * No man can come unto Me, except the Father 
which hath sent Me draw him;' St. John vi. 44.... 
* No man can come unto Me, except it were given him 
of My Father ;* ver. 65. What doctrine is here plainly 
stated ? How do the Pelagians reply to our argument ? 
Show that their interpretation is inconsistent with the 
whole drift of our Lord's discourse. 

2 (Recurring to the Script, doctrine concerning 
our original corruption — see last Art. — ) 

Quote, and observe on, (ou) the language of our 
Lord and of St. Paul concerning the slavery of man 
in bis natural state of sin, contrasted with the liberty 
of the soul under a state of grace ; {fi,) the language of 
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St. Paul when speaking of the above slavery as death, 
and the deliverance from it by grace as U/e, How 
does St. Paul, Rom. vii. viii. (quote and observe) argue 
concerning man as being by nature * carnal, sold under 
sin/ and declare in what way this bondage must be 
broken ? 

Farther, what is the Scriptural representation (quote) 
of the darkening of man's mind and understanding by 
his natural state of corruption, and of his only way of 
attaining to spiritual discernment ? 

What bearing have all passages concerning the new 
birth (give quotations) on the present question ? 

How, in consistency with the view already taken, 
do the Scriptt. speak of the good works of Christians ? 
Of what do the sacred writers frequently remind ub 
(give quotations) in reference both to our first turning 
from evil, and the progress of regenerate and faithfid 
believers ? 

What is the general conclusion from Script, as to 
the part of the Art. now under consideration ? 

II. As to the effects of God's grace upon the will : 

Under what two heads does the Art. describe 
them? 

1 How does the necessity of preventing grace 
follow from the doctrine that man of himself cannot turn 
to God ? Show, quoting and observing on, the language 
of Scripture, both in the 0. T. and N. T., the fact of 
the existence of God's preventing grace, and the results 
of its operation on the will. 

2 How does the Art. express the requisite opera- 
tion of Divine grace after the renewal of the will? 
What is the term in the Latin Art. which in the Engl, 
is translated * working with us ? * (When thus trans- 
lated ? and how previously ?) 

What do such expressions of course imply ? 
On what ground has the doctrine of co-operation 
been opposed by many, — how arguing ? 

What may be observed as to the accuracy of the 
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eacpresswn, 'co-operation/ and the propriety of nsing it 
as here applied? 

Show that, at all events, the doctrine of onr Art. 
rightly understood, rests on a sound fonndatiori. How 
does it appear from Script, that Christ's service is 
perfect freedom? How does St. Panl in connection 
with the present subject, speak of Divine grace and its 
working, and of the necessity for man's vigilance and 
exertion ? In all such passages what is plainly pre- 
supposed concerning the operation of the Spirit of God, 
yet also plainly proved concerning the movement of the 
renewed heart? What difl&culty seems inevitable if 
we admit the truth of the strong language of Luther 
(see former Sect) concerning the passiveness of the 
human will ? 

What, however, in substance is the doctrine of Script, 
as taught by our Art. ? (Refer to the Art, of 1552.) 

Art. XI. — Op the Justification of Man. 

Sect, I, — History. 

By what methods does natural religion probably 
incline all men uninstructed by Eevelation to seek for 
pardon and acceptance with God ? 

In Jewish history, how do we find the prophets 
remonstrating with the Israelites in reference to cere- 
monial observances, and how the sincerest penitents 
making acknowledgment as to sacrifices? What do 
we thus perceive to have been the temptation of the 
Jews to seek God's favour in a wrong way ? What 
wrong way also of seeking it is pointed out in our 
Lord's reproofs of the Pharisees, and in St. Paul's 
declaration of the cause of his countrymen's fall ? 
WTiat do the Rabbins appear to have taught concerning 
a man's acceptance ? WTiat in reference to the present 
subject is to be observed concerning their erroneous 
expectations as to a Messiah ? — ^What other error has 
been thought to have prevailed among some of the 
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Jews in reference to the simple acknowledgment of 
certain articles of belief? (By whom else does this 
view appear to have been adopted ?) What view has 
been taken of the language of St. Paul and St. James 
as alleged to have been respectively directed against 
the differing Jewish errors ? 

What two antagonistic views have been held of the 
sentiments of the fathers on the subject of justification ? 
Does either extreme appear to be correct ? Of what 
nature are the statements of the fathers generally? 
And how is this state of the case to be accounted for ? 

Quote what is probably the most express patristical 
statement on the subject; and notice the respects in 
which it is specially important, (What is almost the 
only question — refer to views on each side — which may 
be raised on this passage ?) 

In what words does our Art. declare how we are 
accounted righteous? Refer to passages from the 
fathers showing that they believed this doctrine. If 
their language seem any where not strictly accordant 
with it, what ought we in fairness to conclude ? 
What is to be observed here in reference to technical 
terms and express definitions ? Refer to some of the 
most distinct patristic statements subsequent to the 
first above-mentioned. What have * acquittal from 
guilt' and 'infusion of righteousness' been called in 
modem theology ? What in reference to these two 
particulars is to be observed concerning the difficulty 
of ascertaining the precise and uniform sense in which 
the fathers understood the term justification ? 

Refer, in illustration, to what Ohrysost. writes on 

* It is God that justifieth ; who is he that condemneth ?' 
Rom. viii. 33. * Blessed are they whose iniquities are 
forgiven;* Rom. iv. 7. *The free gift is of many 
offences unto justification ; ' Rom. v. 16. Also, to what 
August, writes (for example) on St. Paul's words, 

* The doers of the Law shall be justified ;' noting 
what he appears to leave as an open question. 
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What does Barrow observe in reference to the 
language of the fathers ? 

According to what meaning of ' justification ' is it 
obvious that the early Christians taught that all persons 
duly receiving baptism obtained justification therein ? 

Sum up briefly what has been said concerning the 
language of the fathers in reference to the doctrine 
taught in our Art. 

In what respect is it important to know what were 
the impressions popularly conveyed by the teaching of 
the scholastic divines, and the view taken of them by 
Luther, (fee. ? 

What, distinctively and definitely, did the schoolmen 
generally understand justification to mean ? 

What did they rightly believe concerning both the 
moving, and the meritorious, causes of justification ? But 
what are the faults charged upon their system ? 

How does Luther represent and speak of. their 
doctrines of meritum de congruo, and meritum de con^ 
digno f 

What was the school doctrine concerning attrition 
and contritiiM f 

There being some difficulty in knowing whether a 
man^s repentance was contrition or merely attrition, 
what aid was the Church supposed to afford ? 

How did the reformers represent the school-doctrine 
of sacramental grace as overthrowing the doctrine of 
justification ? After what process did it still remain a 
question, according to the schoolmen, whether a certain 
amount of temporal punishment was not to be endured 
(where perhaps ? but where more probably ?) before the 
soul could be received into full favour with God ? 

What noted abuses connected with the above doc- 
trines prevailed at the time of the Keformation ? 

What favourable allowances might we make as j7o«- 
iihle in reference to much of the teaching of the school- 
men and mediaeval divines ? But what was the effect 
produced on the popular mind ? What general belief 
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IB it plain that the reformers universally felt to be the 
great evil against which they had to fight ? 

What accordingly was the doctrine of justification 
propounded by Luther? and with what strength of 
statement ? 

To what kind of errors might the language of 
Luther, if now used, probably lead ? 

(But, to view him fairly,) what distinction was made 
by the schoolmen between J?e?e« informis smd fides for- 
mata f What office attributed by them to the latter 
did Luther deny to it ? How may he seem to many 
thus to contradict the language of St. James and of St. 
Paul ? (and seem to contradict what other writers and 
theologians ?) But how does he represent the opposi- 
tion between the Romanist doctrine and his own ? 

What kind of faults may be observed in some of his 
expressions, and even statements (instance) ? And 
what may be alleged in his defence ? What does he 
state concerning tmpviation f How does he speak con- 
cerning personal assurance ? 

In the Counc. of Trent : 

What importance was attached to the consideration 
of Luther's doctrine of justification ? 

What general assertion concerning faith was univer- 
sally agreed to? What was universally acknowledged 
as a description of justifying faith ? But what dififer- 
ence was there as to its being called ' faith formed by 
charity ?' 

Concerning works before grace and merit de congruo, 
what opposite views were maintained? By whom? 
What did all hold concerning works after grace ? And 
what as to the ascribing of justification to faith only ? 

What were the two principal points of the difficulty 
relating to the present subject? On which of these 
was there much difiference of opinion ? Give some par- 
ticulars respecting the disputants and their allegations, 
&c. 

State some of the most important ou decrees, and 13. 
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ancUJtemas drawn up by the Counc: Wliat is to be 
observed in reference to the guardedness and obscnrity 
of the decisions of the Counc. ? What sense have the 
Bom. Cath. writers since the Reformation generally at- 
tached, negatively and positively, to the word * justify ?* 
How has their view been stated by a writer likely to 
have carefully studied it ? (How does Bellarmine state 
the causes of justification ?) 

How did the more moderate Lutherans express 
themselves concerning justification by faith ? (Refer to 
Melancthon and the Augsburgh Confession.) What 
opposition was thus ruled to be implied, negatively and 
positively, by St. Paul's language, and the Lutheran 
use of it ? 

What question still remained as to faithy manifestly 
in some sense the instrument or formal cause of justifi- 
cation ? Show that Melancthon and the moderate 
Lutherans appear to have spoken on this question rather 
difierently from Luther; referring to statements by 
Melancthon, and in the Augsburgh Confession. What 
did the Lutherans almost universally agree concerning 
the nature of justifying faith ? What question yet 
remained (state it formally in Latin) as to the mode in 
which faith justifies ? Notice an objection made to one 
side of the question ; and attempts to explain the diffi- 
culty. Why are the opinions of Bucer particularly 
interesting to us ? What is to be observed of his views 
on the present subject ? 

What appear to have been, chiefly, the opinions 
broached by Osiander (date ?) ? What further may be 
remarked respecting them ? Give some account of the 
errors of Agricola (date ?) : By whom vigorously op- 
posed ? 

As to the views of the Calvinistic reformers : What 
is to be observed as to their agreement with Luther ? 
What did they hold concerning the meaning of the 
term 'justify ?' and the reason why justification is attri- 
buted to faith? In what did they hold justification 
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especially to consist ? What did they deny concerning 
it? What do they seem to have decided concerning 
the question relating to fides to be considered as inform 
mis or as formata f 

What doctrine did our own reformers embrace ? Note 
some particulars respecting the progress of their views. 
To what Homily (note some particulars respecting it) 
does the Art. on this subject, both as first drawn up 
(when?) and at present, refer us? Whose language 
does that of the Art. as it now stands (quote its statement 
of the doctrine of justification) greatly resemble? 

Give (after making any requisite extracts,) a sum- 
mary of the doctrine contained in the Hom. already 
referred to ; stating what the Engl, reformers meant by 
justification by faith ; why they ascribe justification to 
faith ; and what is meant, negatively and positively, in 
such ascription. In reference to the language of the 
Hom. what is to be observed concerning that held by the 
compilers of our Artt and Liturgy, and found in their 
semi-authoritative documents (notice some of these) ? 

What is to be observed concerning differences on 
the head of justification among Ch. of Engl, divines of 
later times ? Notice some particulars respecting the 
views held and language used on this subject by Hooker ; 
Bp. Bull; Dr. Barrow; Dr. Waterland; Mr. Alexr. 
Knox ; Mr. Faber ; Mr. Newman. 

What great truths concerning justification have been 
always and universally allowed ? 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. Sense of the word Justification : 

What two principal significations has the word 
(give the Hebrew and Greek) which we render just or 
righteous f In its popular signification to what Engl, 
words (give the corresponding Hebrew and Greek 
terms) is it nearly equivalent ? and how then applied ? 
Give examples. In its more accurate sense, what does 
it signify, and seem more particularly to express? 
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Instance similarly the distinction observable in the sub- 
stantive * righteousness.* 

What may be observed of the ambiguity of the 
verb (give the Heb. and Gr.) translated in Engl, to 
jvAtify f 

1 What is its literal signification, whether in Heb. 
or in Gr. ? and what may it therefore of course be used 
for ? Give examples, or what have been alleged as such. 

2 What however is manifestly the commoner use of 
this verb in the Scriptures ? Show, giving examples, 
that it signifies (1) to execute a judicial act, generally ; 
(2) specially, to pronounce a favourable sentence ; ( (3) 
hence, sometimes, generally, to esteem a person just ;) 
(4) to free from burdens or obligations. According to 
the passages hitherto adduced, not particularly refer- 
ring to the doctrine of this Art., in what sense, (em- 
bracing all the subordinate ones,) is it used ? 

Is this the sense in which St. Paul uses it when 
directly treating of justification? Quote, making requi- 
site remarks passages from his writings wherein a. justi- 
fication is considered as synonymous with remission of 
sins ; p/ to justify is used as equivalent with to impute 
righteousness, and to cover sin ; and y. as synonymous 
with * to reconcile with God ; 8. justification is directly 
opposed to condemnation. Show what St. Paul means 
hy jtLStification from a consideration of the whole course 
of his reasoning in the early chapters of the Romans. 

II. Sense of the word Faith : 

According to its derivation, what should the word 
mean ? Will this decide the present question ? 

As to the principal senses in which (apart from the 
consideration of the present question) faith is used in 
Script. : 

Give quotations, with requisite observations, show- 
ing it to be used, on different occasions, to signify 1 
Truth, or good faith; 2 Assurance given by one person 
to another ; 3 The Ohristian Religion ; 4 Simply as an 
assent to Christian truth, irrespective of results i, e. as 
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fides informis ; 6 An operative and active principle ; 

6 Beliance on the truth of God's promises. 

To determine in what sense, dtstinctivelt/, St Paul 
uses the word faith, when he speaks of it Aa jtutifying, 
under what heads may we consider it as spoken of in 
Script. ? Quote, with requisite observations. Script, 
passages wherein faith is spoken of as, 1 The work and 
gift of God ; 2 The character of the regenerate ; 3 
The sign of regeneration ; 4 As seated in the heart, 
not merely in the understanding ; 5 As not dead ; 6 
But as a full conviction of the truth of God's promises ; 

7 As working by love ; 8 As accordingly sanctifying ; 
9 As purifying the heart ; 10 As overcoming the 
world ; 11 As connected with, and containing, its 
results ; 12 As specially referring to Christ, and Go4'a 
promises in Him. 

III. General View of Justification in Scripture. 
Concerning the justification of man : 

1 What is the moving cause ? 

2 What the meritorious cause ? 

3 What — and how to be considered in reference to 
1, 2, — ^the immediate efficient cause ? 

4 What is the first ordinary instrument of justifi- 
cation ? Give requisite quotations with observations. 

5 How is it that faith may be considered either as 
the instrument, or as the state, of justification ? 

6 When a man is said by St. James to be justified 
hi/ works, how, negatively and positively, is this asser- 
tion to be understood ? 

IV. Justification by faith ; the peculiar significa- 
tion attached by St. Paul to this formula : 

[A] What is manifestly St. Paul's great object in 
the epistle to the Romans ? What, accordingly, does he 
show, in the first three chapters, concerning the con- 
dition of all men ? and what conclusion does he draw ? 
To what expression do we hence conclude that in St. 
Paul's language justijicaiion hy faith is equivalent ? 
Quote and compare requisite passages in proof. 
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In considering what especially fits faith to be put 
in a formula to denote grace in opposition to claims : 

Show that faith might be considered to have such a 
fitness, even if meaning nothing more than ' the Chris- 
tian Religion ' ( which appears to be sometimes its 
meaning in what epistle?). Why however can we 
hardly conclude this to be its meaning in the £p. to the 
Romans ? 

What then does it appear that the Apostle does 
mean hy faith when he speaks of it 2iA justifying f In 
what chief respects may we consider it as fitted by its 
nature for that ofiice ? 

Show this fitness by considering it, 1 As — ^in oppo- 
sition to what ? — a state of heart ; 2 As relying — in 
opposition to what ? — on the power and promises of 
God ; 3 As, with special obviousness, the gift of 
Grod; 4 As having what for its peculiar and principal 
object ? 

How does the instatice of Abraham seem at first 
sight opposed to the belief that justifying faith means 
merely a reliance on the Atonement ? How may this 
difficulty be cleared up ? And how accordingly does 
it appear that the faith of Abraham must have been al- 
leged as considered in relation to the faith of the Chris- 
tian ? State some outlines of the Christian's peculiar 
fieiith. 

V. Certain Questions on the Doctrines of Justifi- 
cation. 

1 As to the question, Is justification an a>ct or a 
state f 

If it he the former, what are the turning points at 
one or all of which it may be considered as taking 
place ? 

Show that Scripture seems rather to represent 
justification as a state. How then may we in this view 
define justification ? And in what light only can we 
then admit the truth of Luther's distinction that faith 
IB alone when it justifies ? 

F 
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2 Faith ( fosia operibui) being considered either 
as the state or the instrument of justification, what 
question arises as to the speaking of the cofidition or 
conditions of salvation ? 

If we state that faith and good works are conditions, 
what do we in effect suppose as to what have been 
called the Terms of the Gospel f Does this appear to 
be the Script, representation of God's dealings with us? 
How does the N. Test, seem to speak, in relation to 
this view ? What further may be observed concerning 
pardon on conditions in reference to the statement of 
Script. ? What concerning faith considered as a gift f 
What as to the difficulty of ' excluding boasting,' if it 
be admissible to speak of conditions ? 

3 It being taught by St. Paul that a man is justi- 
fied by faith ; it being also taught by St. Paul and 
throughout the N. Test, that we shall be judged accord- 
ing to our works ; what is to be answered as to the 
question, Are we driven to conclude that there is an 
inconsistency in the statements of Scripture ? 

4 The ordinary instruments of justification being 
baptism and faith, what is to be answered to the 
question. Can a person be justified where either of 
these is wanting ? 

5 As to the question, Is the language of St. James 
opposed to the doctrine of St. Paul : 

Against whom did St. James probably write ? 
And how accordingly express himself? To what 
does St. Paul evidently not design to oppose justifying 
faith ? but what opposition does he rather intend ? 
What does St. James mean by good works when he 
asserts that faith will not justify without them ? What 
is justifying faith considered by St. James as including^ 
what by St. Paul as excluding f WTiat do we hence 
conclude ? (What may be observed concerning an 
attempt to reconcile St. James and St. Paul by suppos- 
ing them to differ in the use of the term 'justify ? ') 
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Art. Xn. — Of Good Works. 
Sect, I. — History. 

When was this Art. ( — Give it — ) first introduced ? 
and why ? To what source does Abp. Lawrence trace 
the wording of it ? 

To oppose what errors was its general object? 
Why was protestation against them the more needful 
on the part of the reformers ? 

Explain historically the occurrence of certain parti- 
cular expressions used in this Art. concerning good 
works. 

Sect, II, — Scriptural Proof, 

WTiat three doctrines does the Art. oppose ? (Or, 
to express the matter differently, how does it teach ?) 

(I. Deferring the consideration of merit de congruo 
till we come to the next Art.) 

II. Prove from Scripture that the good works of 
justified men are not perfect enough to put away sin 
and endure the severity of God's judgment. 

III. 1 Prove from Script, that in Christ they are 
pleasing and acceptable to God : i. e. (1) in Christ they 
are pleasing, <fec. (2) in Christ they are pleasing^ &c., 
yea, absolutely necessary for every Christian. How 
does Usher establish the proposition, * W"e do not take 
away the reward because we deny the merit of good 
works ? ' 

2 {See also under Art, XL) Prove from Scripture 
that * good works do spring out necessarily of a true 
and living faith ;' noticing especially St Paul's manner 
of passing directly from faith, where he peculiarly 
treats of it, to holiness. 

What may be observed as to the reciprocal effect of 
faith and good works ? 
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Art. XIII. — Of Works before Justification. 

Sect. I, — History. 

What is to be observed of this Art. (give it at 
length) in reference to the four preceding ? 

What views did Clem. Alex, hold concerning hea- 
then virtue? How do they appear not inconsistent 
with the doctrines of this Art. ? W' hat argument from 
the case of virtuous heathens was brought forward by 
Julianns on the part of the Pelagians ? and how replied 
to by August. ? 

How was the case of Cornelius urged in favour of 
merit de congruo f and how treated on the other side 
by Luther ? What opposing views were maintained 
(by whom?) in the Counc. of Trent, respecting the 
possible goodness of works done without the special 
help of God ? WTiat anathema — ^how far contradictory 
to this Art. ? — was decreed by the Counc. respecting 
works done before justification ? 

How do the Lutheran Confessions speak on this 
subject? What is the view of our own reformers? 
Befer to the Homilies. 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

What are the subjects embraced by this Art. ? 
What is to be observed regarding its title f 
In reference to objections against this Art. : 
What arguments have been alleged from Script, 
from certain cases of particular persons (instance), not 
true believers ? How to be answered ? 

What argument seems derivable from St Paurs 
language Rom. ii., concerning the Gentiles or heathens 
* which have not the law ? ' And from his reasoning 
Gal. iv., as understood to represent Gentiles as well as 
Jews to be in a state of tutelage before the Gospel ? 
What is to be observed in reply concerning the obscu- 
rity of the question as to God's dealings with the 
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heathen world ? And what as to the fair conclnsion to 
be admitted on the supposition of heathens pleasing 
God ? To the case of what kind of persons may we 
fairly conclude that our Art. refers ? 

What argument may be alleged from the considera- 
tion of justice, &c., as, abstractedly, pleasing to God ? 
Reply to it. 

I. Prove from Script, that works done before the 
grace of Christ and the inspiration of His Spirit a. 'are 
not pleasing to God, p, forasmuch as they spring not of 
faith.' 

II. How from the proof of I. is it manifest that 
works done without grace do not make men meet to 
receive grace de congruo f "What is the regular course 
of growth in grace ? What is the view of the case 
taken by the maintainers of merit de congruo f Con- 
fute this view from Script. 

III. .What is to be observed concerning the doc- 
trine that works done without grace ' have the nature 
of sin?* 

Art. XIV. — ^Works of Supererogation. 
8ecU J. — History, 

In connection with the subject of this Art. (give it) 
what is to be observed respecting the importance at- 
tached to martyrdom in the early Church ? (Refer to 
Hermas and TertuU.) What concerning the respect 
paid by them to virginity? Whence was it very 
early inferred that the Scriptures made a distinction 
(what ?) between 'precepts and counsels f (Refer to 
fathers.) 

Whence did the doctrine of works of supererogation 
grow up? (What is the etymology of the word?) 
And how was the belief of it cherished ? What was the 
full-grown form of the doctrine ? What did the Counc. 
of Trent decree concerning indulgences ? By whom 
is the doctrine of supererogation rejected ? 
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Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

In arguing in favour of the Boman doctrine on this 
subject, what principle does Bellarmine assume? and 
what inference (how to be properly characterized?) 
does he draw from it ? 

From the many texts of Script, alleged by him in 
support of his position, what class only may it suffice to 
consider ? 

1 How does he argue from the account, Matt. xix. 
of the counsel given by our Lord to the young man 
who asked him, * Good Master, what good thing shall I 
do that I may have eternal life?' (And how does he 
reply to many arguments — instance — which have been 
brought against his interpretation of this history ?) 
Confute his interpretation. How does he contend yet 
farther; taking in connection what follows, ver. 27., 
* Peter answered. Behold, we have forsaken all, &c.' and 
our Lord's reply ? Show the fallacy of his representa- 
tion. 

2 State, and confute, Bellarm.'s argument from 
1 Cor. ix., in which St. Paul asserts that he might have 
received payment for his ministry, &c. 

3 How does Bellarm. argue from the passages in 
which our Lord (Matt. xix. and St. Paul (1 Cor. vii.) 
while highly honouring marriage, yet gives a preference 
to a life of celibacy? What portion of truth may we 
justly admit to exist in his reasoning ? But show that 
nis argument is futile as urged in support of the doc- 
trine of supererogation. 

Prove that that doctrine is directly at variance with 
Script, from a consideration of passages and statements 
which show, 1 That all men are imperfect ; 2 That 
spotless obedience would not entitle us to reward ; 3 
That no one can have holiness to supply another's defi- 
ciencies, &c. ; 4 That the precepts of the gospel com- 
prise the highest degree of perfection ; and from a 
consideration 5 Of the falsity of that view of the prin- 
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ciples of Christian obedience on which the Bomaniflt 
doctrine is based. 

Abt. XV. — Of Ghhist alone without Sin. 

Sect. I. — History. 

In the history of what preceding Art. is the history 
of the greater part of the doctrine of this involved ? 

How had Pelagins held, and how had Angust. 
answered him, concerning the sinlessness of the Virgin 
Mary ? What is to be observed concerning the growth 
of the early scruple as to the Virgin ? Concerning the 
first introduction of the doctrine of her Immaculate 
Conception into the ecclesiastical offices ? Concerning 
the advocacy of the doctrine by Duns Scotus ? How 
was the subject debated, and how disposed of, in the 
Counc. of Trent ? 

How might it be inferred from the canons of the 
Counc. that a person baptized and justified may fully 
keep God*s commandments ? How even more strongly 
from the Romish doctrine of works of supererogation ? 
What was probably intended by immediately subjoining 
this Art. to the preceding one ? 

Why is it needless to consider historically that part 
of the Art. which alleges that Christ was free from sin ? 

Sect. II, — Scriptural Proof. 

Give the words of the Art. What are the subjects 
treated on in it ? 

I. Of what doctrine (treated of in which Art. ?) 
does that of the perfect sinlessness of Christ form a 
part ? 

Wben Christ took our nature, what had it become ? 
and to what end did He take it ? Show — noticing the 
erroneous views of the Manichees, and the question, in 
what does sin properly consist — that when Christ took 
the nature of man, it was not essential that He should 
take its sinfulness. How does it appear that He took 
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our liahility to sin ? But with what result ? How far 
did He condescend with regard to our nature ? 

Quote Scripture passages in proof of this part of the 
doctrine of the Art. including some from which the 
phrase * the Lamb without spot ' is derived. 

II. {See Art. IX.) 

1 Quote some Script, passages more especially 
proving the sinfulness of the whole human race, includ- 
ing two from St. Paul, showing that lust hath the 
nature of sin. 

2 As to principal objections : 

In Scripture some people are called blameless 
(instance) : Show in what sense, not inconsistent with 
the doctrine of the Art., such blamelessness is predicated. 

Language is used in Script, (instance) asserting 
freedom from the law of sin, and implying Christian 
perfection : Show, in reply, the true sense in which 
such language is to be understood. 

As to the case of the Blessed Virgin : — Quote, with 
requisite remarks, the passages of Script, which set 
forth her exceeding honour ; — ^Notice, however, simi- 
larly, some occasions on which Christ used of and to 
her language bordering on censure. (What may be 
observed as to the expression n e/iol kol aoi yvvai, ; ?) 
What is the general conclusion ? (Refer to Cecil on 
Papist and Protestant extremes.) (What subject relat- 
ing to the Virgin Mary has some affinity to the present 
question ?) 

Abt. XVI. — Of Sin afteb Baptism. 
Sect, I. — History. 

What is to be observed on comparing this Art. with 
the corresponding Art., and the following one, of 1552 ? 

What subjects does the present Art. (give it) treat 
of, or allude to ? 

I. Concerning the possibility of repentance and 
forgiveness of sin after baptism : 
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What rigid notions were held by some of the 
Gnostics ? 

What was the conduct of the early Church in 
reference to offenders of various classes ? How far did 
the Montanists carry their rigour in these respects ? 
How does Tertull. speak on the subject, before, and 
after, he became a Moutanist ? Notice the language of 
Hermas and of Clem. Alex. What opinion does Origen 
appear to have thrown out ? 

How did the sect of the Novatians arise ? What 
appear to have been the views of Novatian on the pre- 
sent subject ? How did the Catholic Church look on 
the sentiments of Novatian ? Refer to fathers. Notice 
other early heretics who are mentioned as agreeing with 
the Novatians in severitv. 

• 

By whom were the Novatian errors in some degree 
revived at the Reformation? For what does the 
Xlth. Art. of the Confession of Augsburgh (why par- 
ticularly here noticed?) condemn the Novatians and 
the Anabaptists? 

What did the Counc. of Trent decree in relation to 
the present subject ? 

How did the Continental reformers express their 
views on the efficacy of repentance after baptism ? 

W^hat are manifestly the sentiments of the English 
reformers ? Refer to the Homilies. 

II. Concerning the Sin against the Holy Ghost : 

What immediate opposition was intended in the 
language of our Art. ? 

What did Origen teach concerning the blasphemy 
against the Holy Ghost ? and the reason of its irremis- 
sibility ? How does Athanasius argue against Origen? 
and what does he appear to maintain as his own view ? 
Refer also to the author, under his name, of Questions 
to Antiochus. What reception has the interpretation 
of Athan. met with ? Refer to Chrysos. Notice some 
observations of August, on this subject. How is it 
manifest that the Ohurch at large rejected the theory of 
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Origen? Mention in illustration some particulars 
respecting the administration of ecclesiastical discipline. 

III. Concerning the possibility of. falling away 
from grace : 

What may be observed as to the language of the 
earliest fathers on this subject ? What as to that of the 
fathers of the second century ? Refer to some. Com- 
pare the language of TertuU. before and in his Mon- 
tanism. When, and how called forth, did this question 
come to be really discussed ? Give some account of 
the predestinarian views (by whom objected to?) of 
August. : showing how perseverance was a natural 
part of his doctrine of predestination ; what two distinct 
predestinations were held by him ; and how his doc- 
trine materially differed from that most generally held 
by later predestinarians. 

How did the Counc. of Trent regard the Lutheran 
doctrines on this subject ? Notice some of the Zuing- 
lian articles selected by them for condemnation. What 
did they agree in asserting to have been always the 
opinion of the Church on the present subject ? and how 
did they exemplify their view of it ? 

How has the language of Luther varied on this sub- 
ject? (Vid, ant concerning Xlth Art. of Conf. of 
Augsburgli.) 

What have the Calvinistic divines generally be- 
lieved ? and what did Calvin himself hold ? 

Of which side of the Continental reformers did the 
Engl, reformers adopt the language? How is this 
apparent? Refer to the Homilies, and other docu- 
ments ; also to the Liturgy. 

In the reign of Eliz. what occasioned the teaching 
of our Engl, divines to approximate to the teaching of 
the Calvinists? Give some account of the Lambeth 
Articles : particularizing the dispute which produced 
them ; the proceedings of Whitaker and of Abp Whit- 
gift as to the framing of them ; the doctrine laid down 
in them respecting the present subject ; (noticing some 
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alterations in language made at Lambeth in the original 
draught of them ;) and the circumstances under which 
they failed of being established by authority. 

In the conference at Hampton Court (date ?) what 
did Dr. Reynolds on behalf of the Puritans move, in 
reference to the present subject, concerning our Artt., 
and the Lambeth Articles f With what result ? 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. Sins after baptism are not generally incapable 
of pardon. (Make requisite quotations throughout.) 

What was the mode of admission into the Jewish 
covenant corresponding to that by baptism into the 
Christian covenant ? What is universally admitted in 
reference to the blessings of the Gospel as compared 
with those of the Law ? What was the case under the 
Law in regard to the pardon of sins ? How would the 
non-admissibility of sinners to pardon under the Gospel 
be inconsistent with what must be premised in answer 
to the foregoing questions ? 

The greater God's mercies are, the heavier will be 
the punishment of those who slight them. (Quote from 
Heb. X.) W'hence however does this result? And 
how does this state of the case really bear on the ques- 
tion of the admissibility of Christian sinners to repen- 
tance? 

What conclusion do we naturally infer as to this 
question ? Show, from many passages, with requisite 
observations, that our reasoning is fully confirmed by 
the language of the N. Test, throughout : not here 
adducing general 'promises to repenting sinners, as being 
not conclusive — why not ? — for our present purpose. 

With respect to some passages of Script, and some 
very serious considerations which have led to the belief 
of the irremissibility of sin after baptism : 

Quote passages from St. Paul relating to the destruc- 
tion of defilers of the temple of the Lord ; and to 
kindred topics ; ' and our Lord's saying concerning 
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branches cast forth from the Vine : and show the real 
extent of their meaning. 

Proceed similarly as to passages in 1 John iii. 

* whosoever abideth in Him sinneth not, &c.* (How 
did Jovinian argue on such passages, and St Jerome 
reply to him ?) 

St. John speaks (1 John v. 16, 17,) of the distinc- 
tion between ' sin unto death' and * sin not unto death ;* 
and encourages us to pray for the latter, and not for the 
former : what does £p. Jer. Taylor remark on this 
passage ? 

Quote from the Ep. to the Hebrews the passage, 

* if we sin wilfully after we have received the know- 
ledge of the truth, (fee* chap. x. ; the warning illustrated 
by the case of Esau, chap. xii. ; the passage, * it is 
impossible for those who were once enlightened, &c.' 
chap. vi. (referring, with requisite observations, to the 
original terms, irapairea-ovra^ and dvaKaivL^€Lv): and show 
the real meaning of these passages. (What, according 
to TertuU., was the main reason why the Rom. Ch. was 
so long in admitting this epistle into the Canon ?) 

What is to be inferred from the institution and 
exercise of excommunication, and restoration on repen- 
tance ? And from a consideration of t)ie Sacraments 
themselves in reference to the subject of repentance 
(Refer to Jer. Taylor.) 

What is the general conclusion ? To whom, contra- 
distinctively, do the severest texts of Scripture seem to 
apply ? 

II. The Sin against the Holy Ghost. 

What hypothesis (how attempted to be estab- 
lished?) have the foregoing arguments shown to be 
untrue? 

Under what circumstances did our Lord utter His 
warnings concerning blasphemy against the Holy 
Ghost ? How does it appear that the Pharisees were 
very near committing that sin ? What however is to 
be inferred from the fact of His warning them ? Of 
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what nature was His warning ? What is to be observed 
on comparison of the guilt incurred by resistance to the 
means of grace during the bodily presence of Christ, 
and that incurred by resistance after the gift of the 
Spirit ? What in conclusion seems the true explana- 
tion of the Sin against the Holy Ghost ? (Refer to the 
statements of Athan. and August.) 

III. Final Perseverance. (How otherwise called?) 
* After we have received the Holy Ghost, we may 
depart from grace given, and fall into sin, and by the 
grace of God we may arise again and amend our lives.' 
What may be considered already proved concerning 
the latter clause, and the former also (how ?) of this 
statement by the arguments already gone into ? What 
question yet remains ? from what time much agitated ? 
What has been the doctrine of the Zuinglians and 
high Oalvinists as to the possibility of the final fall 
of a man once regenerate? What has been already 
noted as to the views on this subject <tf August. ; the 
Lutherans; the Engl, reformers? 

1 Quote sundry of the passages in Script, most in 
favour of the doctrine that those who have once been 
regenerate can never finally fall from grace ; and shew 

that they do not establish that position. (* if it 

were possible...* Matt. xxiv. 24. How does the correct 
rendering of the original make this passage unavailable 
for the Calvinist?) (* Whosoever is born of God doth 
not commit sin, &c.' John iii. 9. (Vid. supra, I.) If 
this text prove anything, whose conclusion does it prove 
rather than Calvin's?) 

2 Prove the defectibility of grace from Script. : 
quoting with requisite remarks, &c. (1) statements of 
the condemnation and rejection of such as, having been 
in a state of grace, fall away from it ; (2) declarations 
that those only ' who endure to the end ' shall be saved, 
and the like ; (3) warnings against falling away, ex- 
hortations to stand fast, and corresponding prayers; 
(4) express statements that men may^ nay do, fall away 
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from grace, and so perish; (5) How only, is it con- 
tended, with all these Script, proofs of the defectibility 
of grace came its indefectibility to be thought of ? as a 
doctrine how seeming to be necessary according to a 
leading characteristic of Calvin ? 

Art. XVII. — Of Predestination and Election. 

Sect I, — History. 

How nearly does the present Art. correspond with 
that of 1552 ? What is to be observed as to the agita- 
tion of questions on predestination in other religions 
than the Christian ? 

What is the question as to election contra -distinc- 
tively to that of its truth, now to be treated of, as raised 
in the Christian Church ? 

Give a brief account of the following schemes of 
doctrine respecting election, and of the corresponding 
meanings of the4erms election^ electa &c. :— 1 Calvinism ; 
2 Arminianism ; 3 Nationalism ; 4 Ecclesiastical Elec- 
tion; o Election to Baptism of some individuals, and 
again an election out of the elect ; 6 Baxterianism. 

What is to be observed as to cognate subjects em- 
braced by that of predestinarianism ? (What are the^t^e 
points of Calvinism ?) 

What is to be observed as to the kind of language 
used by the earlier fathers ? 

With whom do Clem. Rom., Ignat., Hermas, (refer to 
them,) identify the elect f W^hat further may be ob- 
served respecting any passages in them which may 
seem to have a different bearing ? What are the two 
senses in one of which (in which probably ?) the aposto- 
lical fathers must, it should seem, be taken to speak of 
election ? 

W^hy would it be especially desirable to ascertain 
clearly the sentiments of the apostolical fathers on this 
subject? What doubt, how caused, occurs to us when 
we come to the writings of the succeeding early fathers ? 
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What does Just, say {refer aho to him under Art, X, 
Sect I.) concerning the deferring of the punishment of 
the wicked ? In what sense does Bp. Kaye conclude 
that he speaks, if at all, of predestination to life 
eternal f But what does Just., when especially speaking 
of God's election, clearly appear to intend by it ? (Quote 
him.) 

According to the language of Iren. (refer to him) 
what was evidently his view as regards predestination, 
reprobation, and irresistible grace ? And what is pro- 
bably the meaning attached by him to the Scriptural 
term election f 

How only does TertuU. give us an intimation of his 
view of the doctrine of election ? 

How does Clem. Alex, speak of the tied, f What 
does he appear to assign as the ground of God's elec- 
tion ? Remark on his language as compared with that 
of Just and Iren. How is it that some Eomanist 
divines have endeavoured to discover flie doctrines of 
August, in the writings of Clement? How on in- 
sufficient grounds? To what passage does Bossuet 
especially refer in proof of the Au&tinum of Clem. ? 
W^hat however appears to be the extent of Clement's 
meaning ? 

From this time forth, what solution of the difficulty 
in reconciling the question of the final salvation of 
individuals with the question of the Divine decrees was 
generally adopted ? 

How does Origen express himself on this point? 
What is to be observed Qonceming the spread of the 
theory here intended in the 3rd and 4th centuries ? 

Give some account of August's views of the doc- 
trine of predestination, of opposition made to them, and 
of his reply, {partly nx>ticed mider Art, XIV.) In 
his reply, how does he appeal to the earlier fathers? 
What is to be observed as to his finding no stronger 
passages for his purpose, than those which he has thus 
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adduced ? Notice some advances on the predestination 
of August, made by some of his followers. 

When was the second Counc. of Orange held? 
Against what errors were its decrees chiefly directed ? 
What three declarations of doctrine in relation to the 
present subject were appended to its canons ? What, 
positively and negatively, is their import ? 

(Concerning Goteschalc ; and the schoolmen of the 
middle ages ; see under Art, X.) What were the 
views of the Thomists ? 

What change took place in the views of Luther and 
of Melancthon on the present subject ? Refer to lan- 
guage used by them. {See also under Art. X,) And 
what was their matured doctrine ? 

Notice differing views of predestination propounded 
in the Counc. of Trent. {See also under Art, X., XYL) 

Give (more fully than before) an account of the 
system of Calvin : noticing the extent of his advance 
beyond the preSestinarian doctrine of August 

What theory concerning God's predestination was 
adopted by the Remonstrants? {See under Art, X. 
concerning them, and the Synod of Dort ; as also con- 
cerning disputes on predestination in the Ch. of Rome 
since the Counc. of Trent) 

What opposing parties in our Ch. claim each this 
Art. as its own? From what circumstance in the 
reign of Eliz. may we infer that the Calvinistic divines 
were not fully satisfied with the wording of it ? As to 
predestination, in what do the Arminians agree with — 
in what differ from — the Calvinists? What may be 
observed as to the- silence of the Art. on the moving 
cause of predestination ? As to the latter clauses of it, 
appearing specially designed to guard against the dan- 
gers of Calvinism ? As to the nature of the sentiments 
concerning election most prevalent in the Church before 
the Reformation, and as to the position of the Engl, 
reformers in reference to Calvinistic controversies ? 

Is it easy to ascertain in what sense the Engl, re- 
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formers did really accept the doctrine of Grod's election, 
and in what sense Art. XVII. is to he interpreted? 
On what three of the five points of Calvinism is it clear 
(how?) that our reformers were at variance with 
Calvin ? What agreement may they yet have had with 
August? 

From what facts {see partly under historical sections 
to several of the foregoing Artt.) is it inferred that 
Lutheran, not Calvinistic, views are represented in this 
Art. ? 

What is to he ohserved as to the sentiments of the 
Engl, reformers so far as we can learn from their 
writings ? What are the views expressed in the formu- 
laries of the Ch. ? liefer, with requisite observa- 
tions, to the Liturgy, the Catechism, the Homilies. 
From all these considerations what doctrine — rather 
than what others? — ^is it probable that an Art. drawn 
up by Cranmer should have expounded ? (Add sub- 
sidiary considerations from the views manifestly (from 
-what evidence ?) entertained by himself and Melancthon, 
and by the early fathers most diligently searched by 
Oranm.) 

After all, as to the question. Will the words of the 
Art. bear this meaning ?-— What may first be observed 
as to certain different opinions which different classes of 
persons might entertain on this point? Show that the 
words of the concluding paragraph in the Art. bear a 
more than accidental resembliaice to the language of 
Melancth. But to what notion of election may the ex- 
pressions in the beginning of the Art. * predestina- 
tion to life,' and God's purpose * to deliver from curse 
and damnation,' seem tied? Show however that this 
mode of speaking would quite suit the way of thinking 
common to those who held election in the sense (what ?) 
of Cranm. and Melancth. (By whom has it been 
strongly urged that this is the exclusive sense of the 
Art.?) 

On the whole, however, what considerations may in- 
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dace us to think that the Art. was designedly drawn up 
in guarded and general terms ? for what purpose ? 

(What were the Lamheth Articles as finally revised? 
and what modifications were then introduced into 
them? {Compare notice of the Lambeth Artt under 
Art. XVL) 

Sect, II, — Scriptural Proof, 

In investigating the Scriptural doctrine of election, 
what course, contra-distinctively, is it highly important 
to keep ? 

What turn did the disputes hetween the Calvinists 
and Arminians take ? — How, and with what strength 
of reasons, did hoth argue from natural religion ? But 
what consideration for caution ought hoth to have kept 
in view ? Wliat is to be observed as to the inevitable 
occurrence of insoluble questions (instance such) ; and 
as to the lesson thus given us ? 

Another line of reasoning — of what character ? — has 
been taken in this controversy. How does the Cal- 
vinist reason from his feeling of the perfection of God 
and the worthlessness of man ? how the Arminian from 
his sense of man's responsibility? Wliat is to be 
observed as to the difiQculties to which even these 
arguments lead us ? 

On what two premises does the doctrine of Calvin 
rest ? How do the Arminians regard these premises 
respectively ? Erroneously ? and if so, how ; probably ? 
What determination must we begin with, and why, if 
we would fairly investigate the question ? 

1 As to thdk)ld Test. : (What is to be observed 
as to mention therein of God's election ? What as to 
the use of different terms in our authorized version in 
the 0. T. and N. T. respectively to express identical 
ideas on this subject ?) 

Wlio are the persons spoken of in the O. T. as Grod's 
elect or chosen people ? 

[A] Show, quoting some of many statements of 
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Moses and the prophets, what, distinctively, was the 
cause or grownd of God's election of His people ; and 
that it is inconsistent with the Anuinian hypothesis. 

[B] Show, similarly, what was the nature and 
object of that election; noticing to what the people 
called God's elect were not — to what (in what manner 
contingently ?) they were — elected ? 

Sum up briefly the whole state of the case as to the 
election propounded to us in the Law and the Prophets. 

(What argument has been raised by some on what 
they represent to be the inevitable consequence of pre- 
destination to light and privilege? How to be an- 
swered ?) 

Of what future state of things, in reference to 
admission to, and rejection from, the privileges of God's 
elect, do we find prophecies in the 0. T. ? 

2 As to the New Test. : 

What must we bear in mind as to the condition of 
the Apostles, and also their mission, especially that of 
St. Paul? And how therefore — in connection with 
what has been noted respecting the 0. T. — should we 
expect them to proceed in addressing both Jews and 
Gentiles, respectively, as regards the present subject? 
Quote, and remark on, requisite passages showing how 
accordingly they did express themselves. Notice among 
other passages the language used in (especially in the 
opening of) the Epistle to the Ephesians ; and in the 
epistles of St. Peter. (What is the correct translation 
of jcXt/tois, dytots, Rom. i. 7. What is to be observed 
as to the proper translation of cis dTroXvrpaxrtv tt}s 
ir^t7ro»/o-co)9, Eph. i..l4:. ?) 

How do the Apostles (quote and remark) speak as 
to reiponiihility in connection with the state of those 
whom they address as elect f What observations may 
be made on comparing their language with that of 
the prophets of old ; in reference to the condition of the 
parties addressed by each ? 

Give an outline of the reasoning pursued in the 
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ninth chap, of the epistle to the Romans. (What does 
Abp. Whately observe concerning the scriptural simili- 
tude of the potter and the clay ?) What appears to be 
the plain meaning of this chap. ? Refer also to chap. xi. 

' For whom He did foreknow, He also did predes- 
tinate, <&c.' (give the whole passage) Rom. viii. 29, 30. 
How does the Oalvinist contend that this passage is to 
be interpreted? How does the Arminian argue in 
reply ? In what respect, it should seem clear, errone- 
ously ? But (in reference to both parties) how did the 
ancients understand this passage ? and how does gram- 
matical accuracy show them to be right ? How, then, 
is it to be interpreted ? 

Quote, and observe on, some of the passages in the 
Gospels and Acts bearing on the doctrine of election : 
noticing — see original — the language at the end of the 
parables of the vineyard and the wedding -feast ; and 
the terms, * such-as-should-be-saved,' Acts ii. 47. ; 
'ordained,* xiii. 48. Quote from St John's Gospel 
some passages supposed to speak markedly the langu- 
age of Calvinism. What may be observed as to the 
meaning of some of these passages taken by themselves? 
But what is the connected scheme which they appear to 
contain when taken altogether ? 

State briefly the general conclusion from the pre- 
ceding investigation : noticing what can, and what 
cannot, be with certainty inferred from Scripture ; the 
harmony of our conclusion with the language of Scrip- 
ture and of the earliest fathers ; and the steps which 
led to the form in which the subject of predestina- 
tion and election was systematized by Calvin. (What 
should be our own mode of investigating the truth, 
and of regarding those who differ from us ?) 



85 



Abt. XVIII. — Of obtaining Eternal Salvation 

ONLY BY THE NaME OF ChRIST. 

Sect, I. — History, 

What is the uniform language of the fathers (refer 
to some of their statements) concerning salvation 
throngh Christ in His Church ? 

What question connected with this subject was con- 
siderably agitated when the Pelagian controversy had 
arisen ? How does August, speak on this point, in 
opposition to the Pelagians? (Refer to the pseudo- 
Ambrosius.) 

How did the language of the earlier fathers (and of 
some others) differ from that of August, in reference to 
the salvability of the heathen and the unbaptized ? 
Instance as to Just M., TertulL, Clem. Alex., Chrysost. 

Whence arose the belief in a limbm for children — 
dying under wJiat circumstances ? 

What is to be observed as to the language of the 
Counc. of Trent respecting the necessity of baptism ? 

What views relating to the doctrine of this Art. 
were held by the foreign reformers ? Zuinglius ? 
Luther? Calvin? 

Show — referring to Cranmer*s Catechism, and the 
Homily on Good Works, also to Noel's Catechism (of 
what degree of authority ?) — what were the views of 
the Engl, reformers. 

Sect. II, — Scriptural Proof, 

What three propositions are to be proved to estab- 
lish the teaching of this Art. ? (Give it at length.) 

I. Show that Holy Script, sets out to us only the 
name of Jesus Christ whereby we may be saved. 

II. Show from Script, that salvation is therefore 
offered only in the Church. 

III. Show, similarly, that we cannot hold out the 
hope of salvation to those who adhere to another sect or 
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law, as though they could be saved by that if living up 
to its requirements. 

What is to be observed, in connection with this Art., 
on the discussion of the question of the salvability of 
the heathen ? (Refer to Dr. Arnold.) What must be 
concluded on the supposition of mercy being extended 
to those who are ignorant of the offer of salvation made 
in the Gospel ? 

Art. XIX. — Of the Church. 
Sect. J. — History. 

I. What is to be observed, as to the place of this 
Art. (give it) in connection with those immediately 
preceding ? Why was a distinct definition of the 
Church naturally called for at the Reformation ? 

Quote from fathers — from Ignat to Ambrose — 
showing their view of the Church. 

What is to be observed, comparatively, of the quan- 
tity of the remains of the great fathers who flourished 
late in the fourth, and early in the fifth, century ? What 
of the cause which led them to speak more fully of the 
Church ? (Is this more observable in the Latin or in 
the Greek writers ?) Give some of their statements. 
(What is the meaning of Churchy according to Jerome ? 
According to August. ?) 

W^hat, distinctively, is for the most part the charac- 
ter of the statements of the fathers concerning the Ch. ? 
Give a brief summary of particulars, showing that by 
comparing such statements together, the definitions of 
our own Art. are implicitly given by them. 

By what method do the Creeds distinguish the Ch.? 
What is it called in the Apostles' Creed ? What in the 
Constantinopolitan ? On what particulars depends its 
wiitt/ f From what springs its holiness f results its 
Apostolicity f 

Whence did the designation Catholic probably ori- 
ginate ? What led to the subsequent use of the term 
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in a differently -distinctive meaning ? IlluBtrate this 
latter application of the title. 

By what great schism were the unity and catho- 
licity of the Ch. imminently perilled? With what 
result in the relation of the parties ? 

In what portion of the Ch. did gradual corruption 
peril still further unity and catholicity ? What dis- 
ruption finally ensued ? 

At the general Reformation what differences of 
opinion prevailed as to adhesion to the Communion 
of Rome even among those who were sensible of its cor- 
ruptions ? Notice particularly Lutheran views on the 
subject of separation from the Ch. 

In what respect had our own reformers a less 
difficult part to play than the Continental ones ? And 
in what position, under the circumstances, did the 
Engl. Ch. stand both in itself and in relation to foreign 
Churches ? 

In this state of things what claim did the Ch. which 
remained in communion with Rome set up ? What 
kind of counter-statements did this naturally call forth 
from the reforming clergy and reformed Churches? 
Where do we find the origin (quote) of our XlXth 
Art.? 

How does Luther expound the Art. in the Creed 
concerning the Holy Catholic Church ? 

How does Calvin define the Visible Church ? 

Notice some definitions of the Visible Ch. given by 
the Engl, reformers in works of authority, besides that 
of this Art. ; referring to some leading passages. 

What note of the Ch. is specified in these defi- 
nitions, but not in the Art. ? And how may the 
omission of any explicit mention of it in the Art. itself 
be probably accounted for ? (In what important point 
only does the definition of the Ch. by the Rom. Cath. 
divines differ from those of the Reformers ?) 

By the term * Visible Church * what contra-distinc- 
tion is implied in the Art. ? Of what comparative 
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degree of antiquity is the term 'invisible Church f' 
What two different views are there of its meaning ? 
Which adopted by the Reformers ? To what con- 
sideration, as to the present matter, does the Art. 
confine itself? Does there appear anything in the 
Liturgy or formularies of the Oh. especially alluding to 
the distinction above referred to ? How is the Oh. 
spoken of therein ? (Quote principal expressions.) 

II. What does the Art. declare concerning the 
Oh. of Rome ? By reference to what Churches is 
this declaration illustrated? In what does Dr. Hey 
think their errors consisted ? On what great point 
was it acknowledged in the West that Eastern Churches 
had erred ? What may hence be observed as to the 
censure possibly here intended ? 

How does the language of the reformers when 
speaking of the Oh. of Rome vary in severity on differ- 
ent occasions ? Refer to writings of Luther and Calvin 
when declaring their sober judgment. 

Refer, similarly, to writings of our own reformers. 

What then, on the whole, does the tone and temper 
of the Oh. of Engl, appear to be as to the light in 
which she regards the Oh. of Rome ? Quote in illus- 
tration the language of the XXXth Canon, and a 
statement of Hooker. What should be^ oar own con- 
duct towards the Oh. of Rome ? 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof, 

I. What should *EKKXri&'ui, rendered CMirch, sig- 
nify, according to its derivation ? (What was th^e Ecdesia 
at Athens ?) What Hebrew word did th6 LXX. often 
translate by it ? How is it used in the N. T. in 
correspondence with O. T. usage? How perhaps is 
the word used contra-distinctively in the N. T. ? 

Prove from Script, that in the N- T. the word 
Church is used to express, 

1 (Refer to 0. T. usage of the word Congre^ 
gation) The whole body of Christians; (in what 
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passage contra-distinguifihing Christians from Jews and 
heathens ?) 

2 The body of Christians in a particular town or 
country ; 

3 Even a single family or congregation meeting 
for worship in a house, of Christians ; (How is it ac- 
cordingly used in the plural ?) 

Which of the above is the ordinary N. T. accepta- 
tion of the word ? 

On what ground is the word Church probably 
interpreted, in our Art., ' Congregation ?* * A Congre- 
gation of faithful men f * 

What name does our Lord Himself most frequently 
use for the Church ? Observe on the correspondence 
of His expressions with the language of the Prophets, 
and that current among the Jews. 

1 As: to the statement that the Ch. is a visible 
body of believers : Does this interfere with the belief 
in the existence of an invisible Ch. — considered in what 
respects ? (yid, ant) 

Answer an objection to the visibility of the Ch. 
alleged from our Lord's saying, *The Kingdom of 
Heaven cometh not with observation, &c.* Luke xvii. 
20, 21. (What is to be observed as to the rendering of 
€irro9 vjjuov in this passage ? What three things are 
the words * Kingdom of God * used to signify in the 
N. T. ?) 

Prove both from prophecy and the N. T. that the 
Oh. was to be, and is, a visible company. (How con^ 
Bisting ?) 

2 Prove from Script, that it is a mark of the Ch. 
that the pure word of God is held and preached in it. 
As to the wording of our Art., what is to be observed 
concerning the difference between the expressions * The 
pure word of God is preached,' and * The word of God 
is purely preached ; * and concerning — as distinguished 
from extremes — ^the view (from what considerations 
ascertained ?) of our reformers on the subject of the 



90 OF THE CHURCH. [aBT. XIX. 

'fundamentals' required in all members of the Christian 
Church ? 

3 Prove from Script, that it is a mark of the 
Ch. that * the Sacraments be duly ministered according 
to Christ's ordinance : ' noticing the parallelism of 
of usage prevailiug under the Law and under the 
Gospel. 

4 (a) What question is suggested by the ex- 
pression * the pure word of God ' is to be * preached f ' 
(6) What by the expression * the Sacraments * are to be 
* i)vli/ ministered f * — (a) (6) Prove from Script, that 
for both the ' preaching ' and * due ministration ' men- 
tioned a ministry such as Chnst ordained is necessary, 
and therefore rightly made a mark of the Ch. : confirming 
this conclusion by adverting to the practice and belief 
of the Primitive Church. (6) Moreover, what three 
things are needed, according to Script., for the due 
administration of the Sacraments ? 

How («ee also above) may we fairly consider the 
definitions of the Art. to include discipline as a mark of 
the Ch. ? (^Bat see further under Art, XXXIII) 

As to how far a defect in any respect (instance) in 
this particular mark would imperil the very being of a 
Church, — ^What is to be observed as to the interest now 
attaching to such questions ; and as to the extent, posi- 
tively and negatively, to which the Ch. of Engl, has 
gone in pronouncing her opinion ? 

II. Why is it probable that by the * matters of 
faith' in which the Art. declares the Ch. of Rome to 
have erred it is not intended to express articles of the 
Creed ? What Romish errors concerning the faith of 
Christ mav be reckoned as here condemned ? Give a 
list of such as reckoned up by Dr. Barrow : and show 
that the Ch. of Engl, is justified in her characterization 
of such doctrines. 
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Art. XX. — Of the Authority of the Church. 

Sect. J. — History, 

Concerning what clause of this Art. has there been 
a famous dispute? Whence is this clause taken? 
Give some particulars concerning it («S'ee previous 
statement in Introd.) Where else in the Artt. is the 
matter of this clause either expressed or virtually 
contained ? 

What fact in ecclesiastical history shoves that the 
primitive Church claimed a certain authority ? in what 
respect ? Give an instance. 

How did the fathers (refer to some) teach con- 
cerning the authority of the Ch.? 

W^hen controversies arose (instance some subjects) 
what must the Ch. almost necessarily do ? What was 
the subject of most of the canons of the early councils ? 
On what authority and precedent did they frame their 
decisions ? 

As being under what subordination? — in what 
respect declaratory? — in what decretory? — did the 
fathers regard the authority of the Church ? 

How did the reformers in general look on her 
authority ? Refer to the confession of Augsburgh ; and 
to Calvin. What is to be observed as to the language 
of the Engl, reformers ? Refer to the Preface to the 
Book of Common Prayer; and to Cranmer's Appeal. 
(See under Art. VL Sect III.) 

Give some account of the rise and progress, (fee, of 
the dispute noticed at the beginning of this Sect. 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

Give the words of the Art. — What I. positive, and 
II. negative, assertions are contained in it ? 

I. 1 Prove that the Ch. is a witness and keeper 
of Holy Writ. (See previous notice of this subject^ 
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Art. VI., Sect. II.) How do we, nay, how must we, 
in the first instance, receive the word of God from the 
Ch. ? Why is a state of things hardly conceivahle in 
which the Oh. should not be what is here asserted of 
her by the Art. ? 

2 Prove from Script., and the absolute necessity 
of the case, that the Ch. must have 'power to decree 
rites and ceremonies.* (What, contra-distinctively, is 
meant by * rites and ceremonies?*) How is the prac- 
tice of all bodies of Christians regulated on this 
principle ? 

3 Prove, similarly, that the Ch. has authority in 
controversies of faith. How are we warranted to con- 
clude that she will be guarded against universal or 
fundamental error? In reference to her being called 
*the pillar and ground of the truth,* what is to be 
observed as to the metaphorical language of Script, in 
general, and this figure in particular ? 

II. What is to be observed as to the authority of 
the Oh. being not supreme and independent ? (How 
did the early councils indicate the paramount authority 
of Script. ?) 

1 The Ch. must not ordain any thing contrary to 
Script., nor explain one place of it repugnantly to 
another : — How is this limitation self-apparent ? To 
what is it, probably, more particularly intended here to 
apply ? 

2 The Ch. must not enforce any thing beside 
Script., as to be believed for necessity of salvation. 
{See Art VI) 

(What is to be observed on the subject of Private 
Judgment considered in reference to the statements of 
this Art. ?) 
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Art. XXI. — Of the Authority of General 

Councils. 

Give the words of this Art. 

According to what has been shown under the last 
Art., what degree of weight is to be attached to the 
voice and judgment of the Church universal ? How 
has this voice been considered to be audible ? WTiat 
is the character (how expressed by Vincentius Liri- 
nensis ?) of the reception according to which doctrines 
are to be esteemed the judgment of the Cath. Ch. ? 
What rule does Vincentius give in explanation of his 
own canon ? What description of doctrines will this 
embrace? What cases however may still spring up 
calling for decisions of the Ch. ? and how only can she 
then speak ? 

To whom did the Jews refer questions of impor- 
tance and difficulty ? What was the first example of 
such an assembly in the Christian Ch. ? 

Notice some particulars respecting the synods held 
previously to the Counc. of Nice. (Concerning that 
Counc. see under Artt, /., VIIL) 

How many, and what, are the only Councils re- 
ceived as general by the Universal Church ? What is 
to be observed as to additional Councils for which the 
title has been claimed ? What as to the especial com- 
parative esteem accorded to the first four ? 

1 In reference to the nature, constitution, and 
authority, of General Councils : 

What length of time passed before the calling of a 
general Counc. ? What is to be observed, in reference 
to this matter, as to the state of things in the first 
century, and subsequently ? And as to such Councils 
being summoned, when summoned, in accordance with 
the condition asserted in this Art. ? 

How did general synods become requisite ? and by 
what kind of power summoning them were they con- 
stituted general f How was the state of the case 
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altered when the Pope claimed the authority to sum- 
mon them? On what ground does this Art. assert 
that princes only have a right to summon general 
Councils ? 

For the calling of what kind of Oounc. was a great 
effort made at the time of the Reformation ? (Notice 
appeals of Luther and Cranmer.) How were the 
calling and constitution of the Counc. of Trent looked 
on by the reformers ? What on that occasion was the 
judgment expressed by our Convocation — founded on 
what line of argument ? — concerning the authority 
necessary for the calling of a general Counc. ? What 
is the only conceivable mode of insuring universality 
now? 

2 In reference to the authority of Councils : 

How far does Scripture authorize us to expect 
Divine assistance to be afforded to the bishops and 
rulers of the Ch. ? (and how ought we accordingly to 
feel with respect to their judgment and decisions?) 
Show, in particular, that infallibility is not to be pre- 
dicated of Councils. 

If all the chief pastors of the Ch. could meet 
together, and all agree; of what weight might we 
consider their decision ? But what is to be observed 
as to what ever has been, and probably must be, the 
actual state of the case ? 

On what point are we not certain as to the extent 
of our Lord's promises as embracing the majority of 
the Ch. ? What would follow as to the possible con- 
stitution of a council consisting of a minority of 
Bishops? How, as to relative number, have they 
always been constituted? Have they always been 
unanimous ? 

Notice some respects in which the proceedings of 
Councils have been unfavourably characterized. Quote 
Gregory Nazianzen. 

How only can we ascertain when general Councils 
speak the language of the universal Ch. ? (Under 
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what circumstances do we admit their importance and 
necessity ?) Show that the first six (or at least how 
many?) general Councils are accordingly to be ac- 
counted as so speaking. What there/ore is their 
authority ? 

What is further to be observed as to the fallibility 
of a Counc. though rightfully constituted ; — the grounds 
on which the Council would be bound to decide ; — the 
course which the Ch. would be bound to take iu examin- 
ing and receiving the Council's decisions; — and the 
authority finally stamped on them when received ? — 
Instance the state of the case as to the four great 
Councils. 

3 As to the assertion that ' some general Councils 
have erred : * 

How must the term 'general' be here qualified? 
What is to be observed as to a certain class of Councils 
(instance) so called ? Instance, in proof of this Art., 
anti-scriptural doctrines which have been sanctioned by 
such Councils. 

Art. XXII. — Of Purgatory. 
Sect. I. — History, 

In what contrasted view as regards the three pre- 
ceding Artt. does this (give it) treat of the Church ? 
How only does it differ in wording from Art. XXIII. of 
Edward VI.? Of what two principal points does it 
consist ? 

I. 1 Purgatory. 

As to an intermediate state, [«ee under Art. IIL 
concerning the belief of the Jews and the early Chris- 
tians,] with what belief, as regards the pious and the 
wicked respectively, is the language of the earliest (at 
least) fathers inconsistent? Eefer to Clem.; Just. M. ; 
Iren. ; TertuU. ; Cyprian. 

Wliat however is to be observed as to the manner 
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in which the early Oh. characterized a delay of the 
resurrection ? 

Prayer for the Dead : Of what antiquity is this 
custom ? By whom is it first mentioned ? And how ? 
Kefer to other testimonies. 

How do the school-authors and Romanist divines 
argue hence concerning a belief in Purgatory? 

Show however that many of the very prayers (re- 
fer to such) alleged by Rom. Oath, controversialists 
directly oppose their conclusion. What further may 
be remarked, positively and negatively, as to the 
language of the Ancients ? 

Give some account of the main principles, precatory 
and eucharistic, on which the early Ohristians used 
prayer for the dead. Notice, moreover, the feeling on 
this subject expressed in privoite devotion. Instance 
some particular opinions thus expressed : how bearing, 
negatively, on the present subject? 

What change did prayers for the dead undergo in 
the Oh. of Rome ? 

In reference to the present subject, what course 
was adopted in our Liturgies at the beginning of the 
Reformation (instance)? What kind of alterations, 
under what impression, was afterwards made ? What 
is to be observed of the commemorations of the dead yet 
retained by us ? 

How long was it before any notion even resembling 
Purgatory was broached in the Oh. ? Refer to some 
remarkable expressions in Tertull. De Anima; (noticing 
his position, ecclesiastically, at the time of writing : ) 
Oan they justly be understood as affirming a Purga- 
tory? 

From whom did Origen derive his views of the 
nature of the human soul ? What in accordance with 
his theory did he consider the pains of the damned to 
be ; and how did he expound those passages of Script, 
which speak of * a fiery trial,* and of the fire as to * try 
every man's work, &c./ 1 Oor. iii. 13 — 15. In what 
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two important respects does his theory essentially differ 
from the Eomish Purgatory ? What however may be 
observed as to the influence of his speculations? 
Eefer to passages in eminent writers who speak of a 
fiery ordeal in accordance with Origen. 

In what respect does August, agree with Origen ? 
Going further, How does he comment on 1 Cor. xi. 
11-15, — ^and, especially, what does he notice as an 
opinion entertained by some concerning a purgatorial 
fire after death ; and in what terms does he speak of 
the opinion ? What is evident from his language as 
to the age of the doctrine ? 

By whom, and how much later, was it distinctly 
laid down that ' there is a purgatorial fire before the 
judgment for lighter faults?* Notice the after-pro- 
gress of the doctrine. Has it ever been acknowledged 
in the Greek Church ? 

What deputation from the Gr. Ch. attended at the 
Counc. of Morence (held under what circumstances, 
and when?)? What remarkable acknowledgments 
were the Gr. deputies induced to make in this synod ? 
How did the Eastern Ch. act with respect to the decrees 
of Florence ? 

How did the Counc. of Trent decree concerning 
purgatory ? How, in jparticvlarity of discussion, have 
the Romanist divines gone beyond the Counc? In- 
stance from Bellarmine. 

2 Pardons or Indulgences. 

In the Primitive Ch., under what circumstances was 
it not uncommon for the bishops to relax penances? 
What kind of abuse occurred very early ? 

What authority did the Councils of Ancyra and of 
Nice allow to bishops respecting restoration of offenders, 
and abridgment of penance ? What is to be observed 
as to the introduction (how ancient ?) of alms-giving — 
in what relation to penance ? 

Give some account of the modem doctrine of the 
Romish Oh. concerning Indulgences ; and 9ome parti* 

H 
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culars relating to the rise, growth, and prevalence, of 
the use of them. What did the Counc. of Trent decree 
concerning them ? 

II. 1 'Worshipping and adoration as well of 
images as of relics.' 

Instance strong testimonies from the earliest times 
against any thing like image -worship. 

Show that the ancient use among Christians of the 
sign of the cross and of emhlematical figures is vainly 
alleged by the Romanist divines in support of the 
antiquity of image -worship : noticing the antiquity of 
symbols of the faith, and the retention of them by other 
than Romanists; the early Christian practice (with 
what view ?) of the sign of the cross ; the nature of the 
deference paid to the cross found by Helena. (What, 
contra-distinguished from the cross, has been found to 
tempt to idolatrous worship ?) 

Notice, similarly, the case of a statue of Christ 
spoken of by Eusebius and Sozomen. 

What was decreed concerning pictures in Churches 
by the Council of Eliberis (date?)? What paintings 
(on what occasion?) did raulinus, bishop of Nola, 
introduce in a church ? How did Epiphanius (date ?) 
act in reference to a painting in a church ? What does 
August, say concerning worshippers of tombs and 
pictures ? How does he contend against the heathen 
argument (what?) in favour of the use of images in 
worship ? and how vindicate the Christian use of gold 
and silver vessels in administering the Sacraments? 
From all this, what is manifestly the state of the case 
in the fourth century, as to reverence for pictures or 
images, and the light in which it was regarded by the 
Church herself? What kind of pictures were then 
used ? Was any worship of them intended ? What 
further steps in a dangerous direction took place? 
Notice the order of Serenus, bishop of Marseilles, 
(period?) respecting images, and Gregory the Great's 
opinion expressed on it. 
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Give some aooonnt of the rise and progrefis of the 
Iconoclastic controversy. What is to be observed as 
to the real recognition of image-worship in the 'West ? 
What did the Gonnc. of Trent enjoin and declare 
concerning the nse of images i 

2 The worshipping of relics. 

Notice the early prevalence of respect for the 
remains of the martyrs (referring to some testimonies), 
and its gradnal approach to superstition: refer to 
Yigilantios, Jerome, and August. 

Was any thing like religious worship of relics 
admitted in the early ages ? Whence did the actual 
feelings of Christians towards them spring, and how 
become* intensified? In connection with what circum- 
stances did the undue esteem of relics grow; and to 
what pitch did it attain ? 

3 The Invocation of Saints. 

Show, referring to testimonies, how strongly the 
primitive Christians were opposed to such a practice. 

What conviction had the early Christians concern- 
ing prayers made by saints in paradise ? Show, how- 
ever, referring to Origen and others, that no invocation 
of saints or angels was allowed in the primitive Church. 
What account does Epiph. give of worship ofifered to 
the Virgin ? and how does he express himself concern- 
ing it? 

How does Greg. Naz. (date ?) express himself in 
addresses to the souls of the departed? Notice his 
views with respect to the departed saints ; and show 
that he had no intention of offering them any worship. 

Briefly sum up the state of the case as to (he present 
subject in the first four centuries ; and notice the origin 
and progress of saint- worship. (Refer to some indis- 
crete language of St Jerome.) How would converts 
from heathenism be peculiarly exposed to fall into such 
error ? During the Iconoclastic controversy what passed 
in the second Counc. of Nice, and in the Counc. of Frank- 
fort, respectively, concerning the invocation of saints ? 
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Where are we to look for the doctrine, as charac- 
terized (how ?) in our Art., of the invocation of Saints? 
What does the Counc. of Trent enjoin and declare on 
the suhject ? 

What is to be observed on the practice of the 
Romish Gh. as compared with the Tridentine form of 
statement? What are the distinctions laid down by 
the Romanist divines in reference to the worship due 
to God, and that paid to the Blessed Virgin and the 
saints? What do they determine concerning our 
mode of addressing the saints, and theirs of praying 
for us ? 

How do Protestant Communions regard the doc- 
trines condemned in this Art. ? Concerning symbolism 
and kindred matters, what is the practice of, respectively, 
the Calvinists, the Lutherans, and the Ch. of Engl. ? 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. 1 Purgatory. (On this, and on all other sub- 
jects of this Art., on whom does the burden of proof 
lie ? and why so ? ) 

What classes of Script, passages have been alleged 
in favour of purgatory ? 

(1) What passages have been alleged (notice Iww 
where requisite) in favour of prayer for the dead ? 

Which of them is the only clear passage in favour 
of such prayer ? Of what weight ? and of what extent 
of meaning ? What is the only canonical passage at 
all appearing really in favour of prayer for the dead ? 
Notice the question of its reference to a dead person ; 
and the extent of what it proves, if the affirmative be 
allowed. 

(2) (a) What passages have been alleged (notice 
hoiD where requisite) as directly in favour of a purga- 
tory? 

Besides arguments alleged from Script., how does 

Bellarmine argue from reason in support of a purgatory ? 

How may we, in general, characterize his attempts 
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to demonstrate the Bomish doctrine ? Show that the 
passages, 'Thou shalt by no means come out thence, 
till, (fee* * It shall not be forgiven him, neither, <fec.* 
Matt. V. 26, xii. 32, cannot serve his purpose. As to 
the passage concerning the 'fiery trial,* 1 Cor. iii. 
12-15. {vid. ant. Sect I.): What may be observed 
on his own notice of the manner in which it is spoken 
of by August. ? What is the nearest interpretation to 
the Romish one which can justly be given ? Is that 
consistent with it ? Further, what appears to be the 
correct view of the building mentioned in this passage ? 
What two interpretations (only) may be reasonably 
given (notice the argument for each) of the day and 
iksA fiery trial? Show that neither gives any support 
to the Romish doctrine. 

(5) Quote, with requisite remarks, texts of Script, 
directly opposed to the doctrine of Purgatory. 
2 Pardons or Indulgences. 

On what two grounds rest the doctrine of pardons, 
and the custom of granting indulgences ? How do the 
Romish divines argue concerning the merits of Christ, 
the Virgin Mary, and the Saints ; and the manner in 
which they are made available as regards indulgences ? 
What has been already proved subversive of the 
grounds of the practice of granting indulgences ? 
What may be observed as to the Romish statement 
concerning the merits of Christ and of the saints? 
\See hereafter concerning the claims of the PopeJ] 
Sum briefly the premises and conclusion, on the pre- 
sent subject, established against the Romanists. 

II. 1 The Worshipping and Adoration of Images. 
From what portion exclusively of Script, do the 
Romanists bring forward authority for image- worship ? 
Give their alleged authorities, and their arguments 
thereon : (notice how far we may allow their assertions 
to be correct ; but) show the futility of their attempt 
to establish image-worship from the Script, adduced. 
What is the only passage alleged by Bellarm. in 
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direct proof that images are adorable? Show the 
futility of his argument. (In what respect, distinc- 
tively, does the Romish Ch. deal unfairly in her popular 
teaching of the decalogue ?) 

Show that the practice of the Romish Ch., far from 
being countenanced by any symbolism among the 
Jews, is actually idolatrous. (Notice an extravagant 
statement of Romanist divines concerning the worship 
due to images of Christ.) 

Quote from the 0. and N. Testaments some of the 
numerous passages directly condemnatory of idolatry 
and image-worship. 

2 Worshipping and Adoration of Relics. 

What arguments have been alleged from Script, in 
defence of relic-worship ? Show the inapplicability to 
such a purpose of the passages adduced : noticing also 
evidence from Holy Writ in the opposite direction. 
How does the Romish Ch. contradict the primitive Ch. 
in her decisions respecting relics? (What extra- 
vagant veneration have some Romanist divines allowed 
to be paid to relics related to Christ ?) 

3 Invocation of Saints. 

Give the heads of the defence of this practice by the 
Romish divines. 

(1) How do they endeavour to establish from 
Script, that ' Saints, not going to purgatory, go straight 
to Heaven, where they enjoy the presence of God?' 
(By what distinction do they admit that in the 0. 
Test, the saints could not be prayed to ?) 

What doctrine already disproved must necessarily — 
and why so ? — ^be received in connection with the im- 
mediate glorification, if admitted, of the saints ? What 
then, so far, is our conclusion ? What has already been 
proved as to an intermediate state? Show, further, 
that the Script, passages now alleged by the Romanists 
do not contravene our view of such a state, and conse- 
quently do not prove their point. 

What is said by the Romanists as to the denial by 
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heretics of the immediate beatificsdon of the saints 
(notice their different ways of representing TertuU.}, 
and what is their inference as to the view of all the 
orthodox fathers ? What, however, has been allowed, 
even among their own divines, as to ancient non-belief 
of the immediate glorification of the saints ? Befer to 
Bp. Ball's representation of the nnanimons belief of the 
Cath. Ch. on this subject for many ages. 

How, finally, must we regard the foundation afforded 
for saint- worship by the immediate beatification of the 
saints? 

2 The Romanists allege that ' the saints, being in 
the presence of God, behold in His face the concerns of 
the Oh. on earth.' The preceding Eomanist position 
being untenable, what becomes of this? Show that if 
that were granted, thU would by no -means consequently 
stand. 

3 Show the futility of the argument ^ majori 
raised by the Romanists from -the propriety of re- 
questing the intercession of saints on earth, and from 
the Scriptural authority for such intercession ; — noticing 
the only >suppo8ttion > on ^whkih requests for the inter- 
cession of departed friends might be admissible; and 
giving some account of the Canonization of Saints in 
the Ch. of Rome, and of the honours paid, and the 
invocations addressed, to them. 

What positive examples of the worship of saints 
and angels are alleged from Script, by Bellarm. ? 

What notion of the Romanist divines as to the 
0. T. saints makes it strange that they should fetch all 
their arguments for saint- worship from the 0. T. ? 
How is their preference for such a line of argument to 
be accounted for ? What is now to be replied to the 
Romanists in regard to the passages alleged by them ? 
What, apart from the general answer, in regard to the 
case of Joshua when he met the Captain of the Lord's 
host ; and to the case of Nebuchadnezzar falling dowUi 
(fee, before Daniel ? 
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What cases of the occurrence of saint-worship and 
angel -worship (have any such been adduced by the 
Romanists in their favour ?) may actually be produced 
from the N. Test. ? Observe upon them (noticing in 
particular a remarkable claim for angel-worship) : show- 
ing their bearing upon the present question. 

Art. XXIII. — Of Ministering in the 
Congregation. 

Sect, I. — History. 

Notice the position of this Art. Give some note- 
worthy particulars concerning it 

As it now stands (give it at length) what two parts 
does it contain ? 

How is the somewhiit vague character of the word- 
ing of the latter part of it to be accounted for ? But 
what is to be observed, in connection with this subject, 
respecting the Engl. Ordinal ? 

This Art. has in English Congregation as the trans- 
lation of Ecdesia : What is to be observed as to the 
fitness of this rendering ; and the objection which might 
now be made to it ? 

I. What is the only doubt which can be raised as 
to the degree of antiquity of the distinction between 
the Clergy and the Laity (give the Gr. and Lat. terms) 
in the Early Ohurch? 

Give some account of the testimony of Olem. Rom. 
on this head ; noticing his date as important. 

What is to be observed as to the strength of the 
language of Ignat. ; and the critical controversy con- 
cerning his epistles ? 

Refer to Iren.; Clem. Alex.; Tertull. ; (what is to be 
observed as to his claim for all Christians that they are 
priests ; and his assertion that where there are no 
clergy laymen may exercise the priestly offices ?) 
Origen. 

What was, undeniably, the state of the case as to 
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the distinction between lay and cleric in the Cyprianic 
age ? Hilary the deacon is cited as saying that ' in the 
beginning in order to increase the Church, the power 
to preach and baptize was given to all, but that when a 
Church was ordained, a more regular constitution was 
appointed, &c.' What two different meanings may be 
attached to his term all f Show that in the more 
general mewiing his language makes nothing against 
the Apostolical origin and distinction of the clergy. 

Refer to Jerome and Chrysost. concerning the 
necessity of a ministry. 

What have been the opinions of Christians in gene- 
ral on this subject ? Refer to foreign reformers. How 
does the Ch. of Elngl. especially express her opinion in 
the Ordinal ? What is to be observed concerning some 
sects since the reformation who have underrated the 
necessity- of a ministry ? 

II. What are the points to be considered respect- 
ing the lawful mission of ministers ? 

By what order of the ministry is it the plain record 
of all antiquity that ordination was conferred ? Refer 
to testinaonies. 

What is conceded, by us, to be the N. T. usage of 
the terms Bishop and Presbyter (give the originals) ? 
Wliat distinction took place (how described by The- 
odoret and Hilary the deacon ?) in the use of them in 
after ages ? 

What question arises as to the antiquity of such 
distinction ? How do the assertors that there were 
originally but two orders, presbyter and deacon, state 
their case ? 

How early is it undeniable that the three orders, of 
bishops, priests,, and deacons, existed in the Ch. ? And 
how has the case been thenceforward ? With whom, ac- 
cording to what well-known rules, must the burden of 
proof lie on the present occasion ? 

What have our opponents in this controversy in- 
ferred from the language of Clem. Rom. ? Show how- 
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ever that his epistle contains at least inferential proof of 
the existence of three orders at the time he wrote. 

What is the testimony of Ignat. ? (Notice how far 
it is affected by the great critical question relating to 
his epistles.) And that given in the account of his 
martyrdom ? 

Refer to statements of Hegesippus. (Date ?) 

Show that Iren.'s designation of the same persons 
as bishops and presbyters by no mjeans involves the 
conclusion that there was in .his day no chief officer 
superior to the general body of presbyters; referring 
to statements of his in proof of the contrary. 

Refer to Olem. Alex. ; Tertull..; Origen; (noticed 
also before ;) and remark the time in which they lived. 

Does the case admit of question .after the time of 
Origen ? Refer to the Canons of the Apostles (noticing 
requisite particulars). 

What may now be remarked as to the strength of 
the evidence for the existence from the first of the 
three orders ? 

What, according .to abundant evidence, was the state 
of the Ch. in the age of Cyprian ? What is to be ob- 
served as to the comparative position of the presbyters 
(note some particulars) in that period ? ^(Whaty 
contra-distinctively; was the original term for a dio' 
cese f) 

Was ordination ever intrusted to presbyters only ? 
Refer to the case of Oollnthus. 

Show that Ohrysost. and Jerome— ^refw to them — 
are vainly appealed to by the advocates of the parity of 
bishops and presbyters. 

What is to be observed as to the statements of 
Hilary the deacon ? 

Who was the only decided exponent of episcopacy 
in primitive times ? Give some account of him, and of 
the manner in which his sentiments were regarded by 
iheCh. 

Give the sum of what has been proved by the 
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review now taken of primitive testimony on the pre- 
sent subject. (Notice the question whether bishops and 
presbyters are to be considered of different degrees in 
the same order, or of different orders.) What ground 
is taken by those who maintain the validity of pres- 
byterian orders ? What is replied by those who main- 
tain the necessity of episcopal ordination ? 

How have the Counc. of Trent, and the later Romish 
writers, generally classified — ^how influenced herein ? — 
the three orders ? Yet what have they held to be the 
peculiar character and power of bishops ? (How does 
the Oounc. of Trent reckon the orders of ministers ? 
In what latitude did the Counc. of Nice give the name 
of fcX^pos ?) 

What were the sentiments as to episcopacy ex- 
pressed by the Lutherans and the Galvinists (notice 
how they were circumstanced) at the Reformation ? 
What may be observed concerning John Knox ? 

What has been the case in the Engl. Ch. with 
regard to episcopal ordination^and apostolical descent ? 
Show that there is no ^eal ambiguity on the subject 
in the Art now considered. 

Notice some particulars respecting the views (how 
at one time remarkably wavering ?) of Cranmer on the 
subject of ordination. Show how brief must have been 
his entertainment of the peculiar views adverted to. 
What has been the practice of the Oh. of Engl, in 
reference to the principles laid down in the Ordinal ? 
(Advert to the real state of the case as to her re- 
cognition in 1603 of the Oh. of Scotland.) Yet 
what may be observed as to the spirit of many of 
her writers in regard to the difficulties of continental 
reformers ? 

Sect, II, — Scriptural Proof, 

I. As to the necessary existence of a regular 
Ohristian ministry lawfully constituted : 
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How does the example of the 0. Test, priesthood 
support our assertion ? 

Show that the fulfilment in Christ of the typical 
character of the 0. T. priesthood does not warrant 
a conclusion that all other priesthood than His has 
ceased : — noticing by the way in what sense doubtless 
there are no such prophets, kings, or priests, now, as 
there were under the Law. How may we from the 
need of a regular ministry under the Law fairly argue, 
and even a majori, for the need of a regular ministry in 
the Christian Church ? 

It is said that ' all Christians are priests, (refer to N. 
T. passages,) and that a distinct ministry is therefore 
needless and inconsistent/ Refute this objection from 
the parallel ascription of another title to Christians; 
from comparison of the passages alleged by objectors 
with O. T. language, and its negative import ; and from 
a remarkable case in point in 0. T. history. 

What passage of Isaiah appears much like a pro- 
phecy of a ministry to be established under the Gospel 
with some analogy to that under the Law ? Show 
what accordingly was the actual state of the case as 
represented in the N. TiBst. : — giving an outline (with 
references to requisite texts)- of our blessed Lord's own 
doings and declarations with respect to the constitution, 
privileges, <&c., of a ministry ; and (in continuation) of 
the subsequent working and progress of the ministry 
constituted by Him. What now is the conclusion 
thus proved ? What in connection with it does the 
N. Test, plainly teach in opposition to the self-assump- 
tion of a ministerial character, and to the view which 
would regard all Christians as equally ministers of 
Christ? 

n. As to the continual existence in the Christian 
Ch. of certain regular Ministers of ordination, having 
public authority to send labourers into the Vine- 
yard : (refer through following answers to requisite 
*Axts :) 
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What ministry did onr blessed Lord ordain under 
Himself while He was on earth ? how, together with 
Himself, corresponding to the ministry under the law ? 
What promise (how to be explained ?) did our Saviour 
make to his Apostles relating to the future government 
of the Ch. under them ? 

After the Ascension of Christ, what order were the 
Apostles moved to appoint ; and how was the Christian 
ministry then arranged in correspondence with the 
Aaronic ministry ? 

After the Ascension, what was the position of the 
Apostles ; and how did they act as ministers of ordi- 
nation ? 

What provision did they make for the government 
of the Ch. after they should depart from it? In- 
stance appointments made by St. Paul, and presiding 
ministers of Churches addressed in the Revelation of St. 
John. What position did the class of persons just 
noticed occupy ? 

What therefore is the sum of the evidence of the 
N. Test, concerning the continual existence of (how 
many ?) orders of ministers ; under what modifications? 
In all these cases by what order do we find ordination 
performed (how ?) ? 

Objection 1. ' Bishops sjid presbyters are in Script, 
convertible terms; their subsequent distinction there- 
fore was an invention of the priesthood/ {See in 
answer , the words of Theodoret ; Sect. L) Originally, 
what was the general and proper designation of the 
second order ? and how are they otherwise occasionally 
designated? "What were the first order called? and 
how came their designation to be afterwards changed ? 
But of whom, contra-distinctively, did the bishops of 
after-times consider themselves as successors ? 

Obj. 2. Acts xiii. 1 — 3. * Barnabas and Saul are 
said to have been ordained by some who were not apos- 
tles.' Show that this was not an ordination. 

Obj. 3. * Timothy was ordained with the laying 
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on of the hands of the presbytery/ 1 Tim. iv. 14. Show 
what mayy subversively of the objectors* position, have 
been the constitution of the presbytery; and, at all 
events, that Timothy was not ordained hy presbyters only. 
What, then, must we conclude, with Hooker, and 
with Bp. Hall ? 

Art. XXIV. — Op Speaking in the Congregation 

IN SUCH A TONGUE AS THE PEOPLE UNDERSTANDETH. 

Sect, I, — History, 

Why must we naturally expect incidental testimony 
only of the fathers in support of this Art? Give 
proofs that the custom of praying in a strange tongue 
did not prevail, but that the practice was the reverse, 
in the early times : 

1 From the state of the case with respect to early 
liturgies and translations of the Scriptures ; (notice par- 
ticulars ;) 

2 From the manner in which the congregation took 
part in the public devotions ; (refer to testimonies ;) 

3 From plain patristic testimonies (refer to such) 
concerning the reading of the Scriptures and offering of 
prayers in public devotions. What has been allowed 
on this subject by eminent schoolmen and Roman Cath. 
divines ? 

How did the use of a dead language for public wor- 
ship first come in ? And under what circumstances did 
it continue ? 

How did the Counc. of Trent pronounce on the 
present subject ? And what is the practice of the Ch. 
of Rome ? 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof, 

Why are we not likely to find much said in Script, 
on the subject (how stated ?) of this Art. ? 

Give some account of the only case which appears 
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to be in point in the Scriptt., and state tlie conclusion 
manifestly to be drawn from it. 

What is the only class of arguments of any weight 
brought forward in favour of retaining Latin in the 
Liturgies of the Ch. ? Can such, generally, be admitted 
against the conclusion just come to ? 

Instance, and confute, the specific arguments alleged 
by the Romanists. Sum briefly {See be/ore, Sect. /.,) 
the state of the case as to the practice condemned in 
this Art. 
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Whence is the main substance of this Art. taken ? 
Kotice an Art. to the same purport agreed on between 
the Anglican and Lutheran reformers. How does the 
present Art. dififer from the corresponding one of 1552 ? 

Into what four heads may we divide the Art. ? 
What is its character in relation to the next six Artt. ? 

1 Wliat does the Art. say concerning the number 
of the Sacraments of the Gospel ? 

WTiat may be observed as to the term Sacrament ; 
its use in Lat. translations for what Gr. term ; and the 
technical use of both the Gr. and Lat. terms in the 
Ghurch ? What as to the original meaning, and those 
connected with it, of the word SacramjCfntf and the 
question, which meaning of the word gave rise to the 
ecclesiastical usage of it ? 

Give some account of the earliest instance we find of 
the application of the term to any thing Christian: 
noticing its possible meaning there, and generally sup- 
posed application. 

WTiat notion do we find Tertull. applying (when 
using the term) to the Christian's baptismal vow ? 

What however is the commoner use of the word ? 

What does it signify in its more extended sense ? 
Befer to the patristic instances. 
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In what more restricted sense was the term nsed ? 
Fefer as before. 

(To which only of the five Romish sacraments does 
TertulL seem to have applied the term ? but with what 
allusion ?) 

Show, making requisite references, that the Greek 
fathers used the word myttery (though in the same la- 
titude, yet also) in the same special sense as the Latins. 
(How were both mystery and Sacrament kot iioyny ap- 
plied?) 

What is to be observed respecting the number seven 
insisted on by the Gh. of Rome as that of the Sacraments ? 

How many Sacraments are acknowledged by re- 
formed Churches? Notice intermediate steps in the 
reckoning of the Ch. of Engl, before her final judgment 
was formed. Where does that judgment appear ? Refer 
to a passage in the Homilies defining a Sacrament of the 
Gospel ; (notice its correspondence with the language 
of this Art. and of the Catechism ;) showing the dis- 
tinction between the general and special applications of 
the term Sacrament. What does the definition of the 
Homily not exclude, and what exclude, in respect of four 
(which ?) of the five Romish Sacraments ? 

Give the language of the Art. respecting those five. 
What may be here briefly observed thereon ? 

1 Confirmation, How was it practised in the pri- 
mitive Oh. ? How did it become disjoined from bap- 
tism ? What is our present practice ? 

2 Ordination, How do we regard it ? How is 
it that we do not place it on a par with the two Sacra- 
ments of Baptism and Communion ? 

3 Matrimony. How is it that this comes not 
under our definition of a Sacrament ? St. Paul speaks 
of it as a mystery ; Eph. v. 82. How from the Lat. 
translation of this passage has it been argued that matri- 
mony is specially called a Sacrament ? Confute this 
from a consideration of St. Paul's meaning (how under- 
stood by the fathers ?). 
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4 Penance. Of what three parts does it consist 
in the Oh. of Rome ? Whence was its origin ? Of 
what three parts did the discipline of the primitive Ch. 
consist ? 

Give some acconnt of the practice of confession in 
the Oh. ; noticing the modifications which it underwent. 
What does the Oounc. of Trent declare concerning 
Penance ; and auricular confession in particular ? 

How do the reformed Ohurches generally regard 
confession ? In particular, what view does the Oh. of 
Engl, take of it ? (How does Ridley speak on the sub- 
ject ?) Refer to the Homily of Repentance ; and to the 
first Exhortation to the Oommunion. 

(Deferring the question concerning the power of the 
keys ;) What is the chief Script, ground for private 
confession ? Oomparing the passage here intended with 
our Lord's promises to His ministers, (Matt, xviii. 18 ; 
John XX. 23,) and with the custom of the Oh. from the 
earliest times, what may we observe concerning the 
practice of the Oh. of Engl. ? 

6 Extreme Unction, Give some account of this 
ordinance as used in the modern Oh. of Rome. Remark 
on the date and the nature of the only authority for it 
from the patristic ages which can be alleged by the 
Romanist divines? What authority do they allege 
from Script. ? Show how greatly the Scriptural and 
primitive practice of anointing the sick differed from 
the extreme unction of late times. 

How came the custom of anointing naturally to be 
continued after the first ages, though under different 
circumstances ? Remark on the first reference to it as 
a religious or sacramental rite occurring next after the 
patristic authority already mentioned as alleged by the 
Romanists. And on the sanction given to it in the 
Oounc. of Florence. (How is unction regarded in the 
Greek Ohurch ?) What did the Oounc. of Trent declare 
concerning extreme unction ? 

How have the Engl, reformers acted in regard tx) 

I 
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imction ? When was mention of it entirely omitted in 
the Visitation of the Sick ? 

On what two points of enquiry do the merits of the 
question respecting Extreme Unction entirely rest? 
And how do Rom. Catholics and Eeformed Churches 
respectively pronounce upon them ? 

II. What is the language of the Art respecting 
the efficacy of the Sacraments? 

(Deferring the more particular discussion of this 
question to Artt. XXVII. and XXVIII.) What may 
we, generally, observe concerning the doctrine of the 
fathers from tiie first on this subject ? (Refer to Ignat. 
and others.) What is plainly proclaimed by them as 
their unanimous belief? How, in short, do they speak 
of the grace and benefits of each Sacrament ? What 
was the view of all Christian antiquity (refer to the 
language of August.) of the sacraments of the Gospel 
contrasted with those of the Law ? 

With reference to the denial of the grace or the 
necessity of the Sacraments by some early heretics, 
notice the errors of some of the Gnostics ; of Jovinian ; 
of the Manichees ; of the Messalians. What class of 
medisBval sects would naturally (why?) underrate 
Sacraments ? Instance such. 

In their investigations concerning sacramental effi- 
cacy, what extreme view were the schoolmen led to 
take? What did the Counc. of Trent pronounce 
accordingly ? 

How have all reformers regarded the statement of 
the schoolmen on this subject? How, briefly, would 
they represent the objectionable nature and conse- 
quences of such a statement ? What may be observed 
concerning the occurrence (instance) of notions in an 
opposite extreme ? 

Concerning the sacraments, what were the views 
respectively (refer to statements) of Zuinglius? of 
Luther ? of Calvin ? (On the question of the Eucharist 
how did Calv. differ from, respectively, the BomanistSy 
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the Lutherans, the Zuinglians ?) Which Sacramental 
theory has, generally, been adopted by Oalvinistic 
communions ? 

As to the views of the Engl, reformers concerning 
Sacraments in general: (concerning the two Sacra* 
ments separateli/ see hereafter) in addition to what has 
already been noticed concerning the authoritative lan- 
guage of the Oh. of Engl., refer to Nowell's Catechism ; 
Jewel's Apology ; the Reformatio Legvmj and also to 
statements by Cranmer and Ridley. 

What may be observed on the present subject con- 
cerning the views of the Quakers and others of similar 
notions in this respect ; of the foreign Protestants ; of 
most dissenters among us ; and of the opposite schools 
in the Ch. of Engl. ? 

III. What is the language of the Art. concerning 
the proper use of the Sacraments ? (See further under 
Art. XXVIII.) To what' does this sentence allude ? 
The Counc. of Trent defines that ' the grace of the 
Sacraments is contained in: the Sacraments :' Contrast 
this with the doctrine of the Ch. of Engl, concerning 
the efficacy of the Sacraments ; and notice the natural 
results, respectively. 

IV. What is the language of the Art. concerning 
the worthy reception of the Sacraments ? 

Show by requisite references that the fathers held 
the same view on this subject as is expressed in the Art. 

How may a single directly qualifying patristic 
statement in reference to the reception of the Sacra- 
ments be effectual in subversion of the extreme view 
(what ?) of the schoolmen concerning the operation of 
them? 

In the very Canon of the Counc. of Trent which 
asserts that the Sacraments contain grace, what qualifi- 
cation is added? and how might we understand the 
Tridentine fathers, were it not for an additional state- 
ment? (what?) 

In reference to the opm operatvan, how did Luther 
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speak of the Romanist views respecting the water of 
baptism ? How does Consubstantiation in one impor- 
tant respect differ from Transubstantiation ? 

Art. XXVI. — Of the Unworthiness of the Min- 
isters, WHICH HINDERS NOT THE EFFECT OF THE 

Sacrament. 

Sect. L — History. 

As to the question concerning heretical baptism in 
the primitive church : 

How did TertuU. regard such baptism ? And what 
was enjoined respecting it by the Apostolical Canons ? 

Give some account of the views of the opposing 
parties in the dispute between Stephen bishop of Eome 
and Oyprian, respecting heretical and schismatical 
baptism. What has been ever since the rule of the 
Latin Ch. ? How does that of the Greek differ from it ? 

How comes this question to be fitly introduced in 
beginning to treat of this Art. ? 

Give some account of the schism of the Donatists. 
How did they apply to their purpose the statements 
made on Cyprian's side of the dispute before mentioned ? 
What position concerning the acts of Ministers (and 
what view of the true Church ?) did their writers main- 
tain? 

How does August, speak in opposition to them ? 
(Yet on what point how far agreeing with Cyprian ?) 
Refer to testimonies of Chrysost and of Isidore of 
Pelusium concerning the validity of ministerial acts. 

What state of the Ch. are Uie earnest and enthusi- 
astic naturally led to sigh for ? Instance some sects of 
such a spirit What may be observed in reference to 
this subject on the ill -living of the lower class of friars 
in the middle ages ? What did the Counc. of Constance 
decree concerning the validity of ministerial acts ? 
What the Counc. of Trent ? What did the Anabaptists 
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(in conformity with their general principle, what?) 
hold ? 

Notice the original source of the present Art., and its 
agreement with the views of foreign reformers. Give 
the words of the Art. on the validity of ministerial acts. 

Is it probable that the Romish doctrine of * Inten- 
tion * was directly aimed at in the Art. ? Whom does 
the Lutheran Art. especially mention? And what 
circumstances sufficiently account for the necessity of 
our Art ? 

Show, however, that this Art. does virtually meet 
the erroneous Romish doctrine of * Intention :* noticing 
the views on which that doctrine is founded; the 
desperate consequences which may be deduced from it 
( — ^how is it urged by the Romanists against the validity 
of the orders of our Ch. ? — ) ; and our own views, 
contra-distinctively, of ministerial agency. (How far 
only was intention required by the Councils of Florence 
and of Trent ?) 

What is the statement made in the concluding 
paragraph of this Art. ? What is to be observed, his- 
torically, in reference to what is here affirmed to 
pertain to ecclesiastical discipline ? 

Sect. IL — Scriptural Proof, 

1 ' In the Visible Church the evil are ever mingled 
with the good.* (See something of this tmder Art. 
XIX.) Quote Script, passages in proof of the truth of 
this statement. What testimony does August, bear to 
the conclusiveness of them ? 

'Sometimes the evil have chief authority in the 
ministration of the word and sacraments.* Give Script, 
instances. 

2 Prove from Script, the lawfulness of using the 
ministry of evil ministers. 

3 Show, however, from Script., that ministers 
ought to be holy ; and that evil ministers ought to be 
proceeded against and deposed. 
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Art. XXVII.— Of Baptism. 
Sect, L — Defimtion of Doctrine, 

Give an outline of the two main, markedly different, 
views entertained of baptismal grace. 

How has this difference of opinion been explained 
as depending on the different tenets of the opposing 
parties concerning predestination? Why must this 
explanation be accounted insufficient ? 

What is to be observed concerning the importance 
of accuracy of definition in regard to the diversity here 
considered? And concerning some practical conse- 
quences connected with the views entertained by the 
opposing parties ? 

Baptism being an embracing the service of God, 
and enlisting into the army of Christ, what practical 
obligation does every one come under by being bap- 
tized? What then may we naturally expect on the 
part of God in accordance with His manner of dealing 
with us? 

1 What, on God's part, are the terms of His 
covenant of grace with man ? What only is our part 
in this matter ? 

What is baptism, considered in reference to this 
covenant? (Notice the difference in the respective 
cases of adults and of infants.) 

From the indubitable truth of God's promises, what 
do we infer as to the whole of the persons brought 
within the terms of His covenant ? And what do we 
hence infer the blessings of baptism (3 heads) are to the 
baptized ? 

2 What relation do we enter into by baptism con- 
sidered as the engrafting into the Church f Notice 
requisite particulars respecting the privileges thus 
bestowed. 

In reference to a great practical question (what ?) 
here arising as to the extent of what is indicated in 
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baptism : Beyond a federal relation of the baptized to 
God, wbat does baptism (and why?) undoubtedly 
guarantee to the recipient? But what is here to be 
observed concerning the distinction between a vpiritual 
change and a moraJ change ? In what may we there- 
fore define the internal grace of baptism to consist? 
(Refer to Hooker ; and to Waterland's, and Bp. BetheU's, 
statements in definition of RegenercUton,) 

As to the question, whether the presence of God*s 
Spirit is not vouchsafed to others besides the baptized ; 
(notice Scripture instances;) what is the only point 
here necessary to be remembered ? 

How do the gifts and privileges conferred in Bap- 
tism warrant the Oh. to use the term * Baptismal Re- 
generation f* Under what circumstances, however, is 
a baptized person 'practically unregenerate ? (and what 
does he then need?) Why accordingly do we find 
many of our greatest divines, though distinctly holding 
baptismal regeneration, speaking of some of the baptized 
as still unregenerate ? 

According to the explanation which has now been 
given, why is the difficulty arising from the absence 
of practidd results in many of the baptized not to be 
accounted for, 1, merely by the supposition of their 
falling away from a state of real holiness ? 

2 Nor by the hypothesis that their regeneration 
is in abeyance till their own will rises to co-operate 
with the grace bestowed ? 

3 But how is it to be really solved ? 

In what three respects (notice particulars) have all 
baptized persons, though not personally sanctified, a 
relative holiness ? (What may be observed concerning 
the question whether the Spirit ever fully leaves in 
this life the soul which has been consecrated to Him ?) 

1 In the case of adults what are necessary pre- 
requisites without which the blessings of baptism are 
not to be expected ? But why, and in what light only, 
necessary? 
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2 How is the case as to pre-requisites different 
with infants ? 

Show that the theory that the faith of parents or of 
sponsors is necessary to give effect to baptism is (except 
as to what mere fact?) inadmissible? (What may 
be observed as to the question how far any but the 
children of Christians are proper subjects of baptism?) 

Show that the theory that infants have need of a 
* prevenient act of grace ' to make them meet for re- 
mission of sins, is also inadmissible. 

Why do we believe that infants dying before actual 
sin are undoubtedly saved ? 

What however is the state of the case with those 
who survive the period of infancy ? ( — notice the true 
efficacy of the grace of the Spirit, and the circumstances 
under which its active operations are to be expected — ) 
From what only must their actual and internal sanctifi- 
cation result ? 

Show that we need not therefore be prevented from 
believing that the aid of the Holy Spirit has been 
vouchsafed even to those who have never profited by 
it. How, accordingly, do we account for the fact that 
so many baptized Christians grow up with no profit 
from their baptism ? (Notice how far their condition 
differs from that of heathens.) 

Sect. 11, — Sctiptural Proof, 

[Under what principal heads is the subject to be 
here considered ?] 

I. As to the light to be derived from the 0. T. : 

1 Give some account, referring to Script., of the 
parallel between circumcision and baptism; noticing 
however an important difference. 

2 Give some account of the baptism administered 
by the Jews ; to what class of persons ? — How does the 
Jews* view of this custom account for the way in which 
they understood the baptism of John ? 
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Our Lord was ever pleased to adapt His teacbing 
and ordinances to the habits and understanding of the 
people whom he taught : How do we find Him accord- 
ingly acting, as on other occasions, so also in the insti- 
tution of baptism ? 

3 Illustrate, with requisite quotations and obser- 
vations, the nature, &Q., of baptism, by reference to 
the ark of Noah ; 

4 And to the passage of the Red Sea. 

II. What main particulars does a covenant, gene- 
rally, imply? What does it require in the case of 
enemies ? In the old covenant who were the parties ? 
the Mediator ? the stipulations ? the promise ? What 
was the character of the whole dispensation ? 

In what main respects does the new covenant widely 
differ from the old ? 

What blessings — accordingly — are promised under 
the latter, which could not be under the former? 
(See he/ore, Sect. /., as weU as here, concerning God's 
part in the covenant made in Christ ; and ours ; &g.) 
Whence only can failure of God's covenanted blessings 
proceed ? 

How, according to the view just given, does our 
Oh. speak of God*s promises ? And what then proceed 
to require ? Show the antiquity of the custom of the 
questions and answers at Baptism : referring to TertulL 
In what famous passage of St. Peter did the ancients 
generally understand allusion to be made to this cus- 
tom? Make requisite observations on his language. 
(By what Greek term does he express the correspond- 
ence of baptism with the ark ?) 

As to the blessings promised in the baptismal 
covenant; prove from Script., making requisite quota- 
tions and observations, that to the baptized is promised 

1 Remission of sins. (What is to be observed 
concerning the clause of the Oonstantinopolitan Oreed 
relating to this subject?) 

2 The aid of the Holy Spirit. (Not merely as to 
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miraculous gifts, though they may in some instances 
have been conferred also.) 

3 Eternal life. With what qualification must this 
promise be understood ? 

III. The baptized is formally grafted into the 
Oh.: — how, variously, designated in Script.? With 
reference to the relation thus entered into, and to the 
several characters under which the Ch. is designated, 
prove from Script, that 

1 Christians are by baptism made members of the 
Body of Christ. What accordingly does the Ch. teach 
its children to say ? What is meant by such language? 
(Show, referring to the language of our Lord and St. 
Paul, that the question whether the union here intended 
be real and vital, or merely formal and federal, is 
inadmissible.) 

2 Christians Are by baptism brought into the 
household or feimily of God. What accordingly does 
the Ch. say ? What are the circumstances under which 
the privileges of sonship vouchsafed in baptism respec- 
tively avail or are lost ? 

3 Christians are by baptism admitted into the 
kingdom of Christ ; what ? as here intended. How 
ma)'^ such privilege fail to profit ? and to what, if 
rightly used, will it lead ? How does sonship involve 
heirship? What accordingly is the language of the 
Ch. ? What may be observed ' concerning the possi- 
bility of disinherftance ? 

i Christians by baptism become individually por- 
tions of the Ch. as a Temple of the Spirit of God : and 
individually, according to another representation, Tem- 
ples of God. Refer to the practical arguments urged 
by St. Paul from this consideration ; and notice the 
consequences of acting against them. 

IV. Regeneration, or the new hirth, (Vtd. ant.. 
Sect /., as to the propriety of thus designating the 
special grace of baptism.) 

Wi& what has the theology of later days (among 
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whom?) identified regeneration, in a sense different 
from what we contend for ? and in whom only does it 
consequently allow its existence? Show, however, 
that Script, speaks of those graces which it assigns to 
baptism nnder the name of regeneration. What in- 
terpretation have the Zuinglians and Calvinists pnt 
npon our Lord's declaration, 'except a man be bom of 
water and of the Spirit, <fec.?* What was the unani- 
mous view of antiquity concerning this passage? 
Befer to Hooker's language on tibe subject How did 
the whole ancient Oh. understand St. Paul when speak- 
ing of ' the washing of regeneration,* (quote the original 
terms) Tit. iii. 5. ? How may the passages lust cited be 
confirmed by many others ? (See such already made 
use of.) 

(To return to the difference between us and those 
who would refuse to call the blessings tionferred in 
baptism by the name of regeneration :) What is to be 
observed concerning the term^regeneration considered 
as a figure of speech? Instance various things to 
which it has been so applied by Jews and by heathens. 
How then has it been applied with great propriety to 
the change in the condition of a person grafted into the 
Christian Oh. &c, ? How from the language used by 
the fathers concerning the blessings given to the bap- 
tized, and from the following of it to its consequences 
by the schoolmen came the term regeneration to signify 
far more (what?) than its original force implied? 
How hence were Zuingle and others (who?) led to 
deny that regeneration took place in baptism ? 

(Again, in solution of the difficulty here considered,) 

What twofold significance may the figure regeneror 
tion reasonably have, so that ( — ^instance ; referring to 
St. Paul's language — ) in one sense the baptized person 
may be said to be new-bom, in the other the same per- 
son may under certain circnmstances be called unre- 
generate? 

Explain according to the same reasoning the real 
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nature of the distinction between St. John's language, 
* he who is born of Grod sinneth not/ and the like, in 
his 1st epistle, and the language recorded by him to 
have been used by our Lord concerning the necessity 
for a man to be * born of water and of the Spirit.* 

Explain also the difference in the use of terms in 
the different passages by consideration of the different 
objects in view in each case. 

What has been remarked of the meaning of St. 
John, in his epistle, as shown by his use of past tenses ? 
How (however, irrespectively of grammatical considera- 
tions,) may we briefly state (consistently with the 
doctrine of baptismal regeneration) the true explanation 
of his language, and of the real consistency of passages 
which seem to differ in the extent of the meaning given 
to the term regeneration. 

V. Some objections considered. (But to what 
kind of view of the subject do the chief ones apply ?) 

Obj. 1 On the hypothesis that * regeneration * 
always means a real renovation of moral character, ^-^ 
a large proportion of baptized infants manifestly grow 
up without showing any sign of such a change, conse- 
quently it does not take place in baptism. (What 
erroneous and mischievous consequences do the objectors 
allege to be connected with the assertion of baptismal 
regeneration ?) 

Show, in answer, — noticing that the objection does 
not apply to crwr view of the doctrine of baptism, and 
referring to what has before been said on the subject, — 
that persons never undergoing a moral change may yet 
have received all the grace which has been rightly 
defined to be that of baptism ; and that such grace may 
be correctly called regeneration : Remark on the pro- 
gressive nature of the new creation ; and refer to the 
language of Luther in connection with this subject. 

In the case of a person practicaUy unregenerate, 
what essential change are we to desire and look for ? 
What, contra-distinctively, does the Oh. call a moral 
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change of heart when wrought after baptism? (Show 
however that such a change is not necessarily to be 
referred to a post-baptismal period.) What, practi- 
cally considered, is the effect of such a post-baptismal 
change? 

Obj. 2 Baptismal grace contradicts the doctrine of 
final perseverance, according to the Calvinistic scheme, 
by which grace is irresistible, and once given always 
abides : If therefore grace was given at baptism, it 
cannot fail. 

Show, in answer, that predestinartanitm does not 
necessitate the conclusion of the objector. What form 
of Calvinism might make it inevitable ? Does it seem 
so according to Calvin himself? What may be ob- 
served concerning the view of Hooker and others? 
{See concerning thai of August., and concerning Final 
Perseverance, under Art, X VI.) 

Obj. 3 AH the promises of God are to faith : 
therefore to make baptism the means of receiving 
grace is to put it in the place of faith. 

Show, in answer, that the objection, to the extent 
to^ which it has been urged, would magnify the ofi&ce of 
faith unreasonably and unscripturally ; moreover, that 
it would go near to damn all infants. How does Calvin 
argue against impugners of infant baptism ? How 
does Luther speak in condemnation of the opinion of 
the objectors ? 

Obj. 4 In the case of adults, baptismal grace con- 
fessedly will not be bestowed on unbelieving and im- 
penitent recipients of baptism : But if there be already 
repentance and faith, regeneration must already have 
taken place, consequently is not given in baptism. 

Show in answer that the misunderstanding here 
results from difference of definition : pointing out how 
spiritual life is not per se identical with regeneration ; 
and giving an analogical illustration of the real state of 
the case. 

Obj. 5 Sacraments and all outward ordinances are 
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but the husk and shell ; the life of God in the soul is 
the kernel of religion : Let us regard the latter, and 
then we may throw away the former. 

Bhow the inconclosiveness and dangerous tendency 
of such an argument : adducing natural analogies, and 
an example in point from 0. T. history. 

Obj. 6 How is it, that if God*s Spirit is given 
to every infant baptized, some profit by the gift, and 
others not ? 

Notice some inadmissible or ineffectual answers to 
such a question : What is the right course for us to 
adopt concerning it ? 

Sect, III, — History, 

What may be observed, generally, concerning the 
nature of the testimony of primitive antiquity on the 
doctrine of baptismal grace ? and concerning the lan- 
guage of the early writers ? 

How is the high esteem of the fathers for the sacra- 
ments obviously exemplified by the names by which 
they call them ? What should we naturally infer if 
such expressions stood alone ? But is this the case ? 
(See also under Art. XXV.) 

Kefer to the language of Ignat., Barnab. (?), Herm., 
concerning baptism. Give the statements of Just. M. ; 
made for what professed purpose ? How does Iren. 
speak of baptism as synonymous with regeneration ? 
Yet how also of the mere reception of it as not necessa- 
rily involving newness of life ? Against whom did 
TertuU. write his treatise De Baptumo ? Show from 
his language that he highly esteemed baptism, yet did 
not teach the opus operatum. Show Uiat the same 
views were held by Olem. Alex, and Origen. (How 
has Mr. Faber misapplied a passage from Olem.?) What 
does Origen's notion concerning the sin against the 
Holy Ghost {see under Art, XVL) show concerning 
the estimation in which baptism was then held ? 
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From the time of Cyprian of what would it be 
easier to convict the fathers than of doubting that grace 
was given in baptism ? (Kefer to Cypr/s language.) 
How did he follow TertulL in his estimation of chrism? 
(How does Mr. Faber misunderstand Tertull/s mean- 
ing ?) Quote Athanasius. Why does peculiar in- 
terest, on this subject, attach to the works of Cyril 
of Jerusalem? How does he speak concerning baptism? 
What is the similar language of Greg. Naz. ? (How 
does he intimate ih^ possibility of baptismal grace being 
given before the reception of the sacrament ?) 

Give a brief summary of what we might, stopping 
here, conclude the fathers wm ore to have affirmed con- 
cerning the nature, the benefits, and the due reception 
and use of baptism ? (Befer again to passage in the 
Exposition introducing patristic quotations.) 

What is to be observed concerning Augustine's 
claims to attention ? As regards the influence of his 
predestinarian sentiments on his views of baptismal 
grace, in what point only has it been asserted that he 
differed from Calvin ? How has it been attempted to 
show that this difference is only apparent ? Show, 
however, {refer to what was said of August's predesti- 
narianism wnder Artt, XYI. XVIL) how far August, 
did really differ from Calv. ? Allowing that by rege- 
neration, as applied to baptism, August, did mean not 
* a moral change of disposition,' (how does his language 
prove this?) but rather 'a benencial federal change of 
relative condition,* what must we yet believe concern- 
ing his view of the blessings of baptism ? Show his 
estimation of the baptismal blessing by reference to his 
language concerning baptized infants, and the difference 
between their case and that of unbaptized ones. 

What then, briefly, (refer further to his language) is 
the doctrine of August, concerning baptism ? Whence 
does his teaching derive a value additional to that con- 
ferred on it by the weight of his own judgment and 
authority ? 



128 OP BAPTISM. [abt. xxvn. 

(Concerning decisions of the Counc. of Trent on 
baptism see under Art. IX, ; on the o'pjtA operatum 
under Art, XXV.") 

How does Lnther speak in assertion of baptismal 
grace ? How does he reply to some who had urged 
that to ascribe such blessings to baptism was to at- 
tribute salvation not to faith, but to works ? How 
does he speak of the non-necessity for faith in the case 
of infants? How concerning the work of God in 
baptism ; and the corresponding obligation on our 
part ? 

What language did Zuingle hold concerning bap- 
tism ? How does he argue concerning original sin? 
What does he accordingly hold concerning the salvation 
of infants? 

What is to be observed concerning the conflicting 
influences of Calvin's predestinarian system and his 
sacramental system on his doctrine of baptism ? Refer 
to language urged by him in his JnstittUes, which may 
seem not to denote a much higher view of baptism 
than Zuingle's. (What material difference about the 
guilt of original sin was there between Calv. and 
Zuingl. ?) Refer to language of Calv. in some of his 
later works in which he speaks much more favourably 
of the grace of baptism. What on the whole may we 
account his views to have been ? 

What view of baptism has for the most part been 
held by the followers of Calv. ? In what respect have 
the Arminians gone beyond them f 

What is the character of the language used by the 
Engl, reformers ? What has been said concerning the 
impossibility of their holding the uniform reception by 
infants of grace in baptism ? In refutation of such an 
allegation ; t/'the Engl, reformers were predestinarians, 
what view, differing from Calv.'s, did thev assuredly 
hold ? 

Why are Cranmer and Ridley our great authorities 
here ? 
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Refer to statements in Cranmer's Oatecbidm. [^See 
concerning this work under Introd,^ What may be 
observed as to their sameness with the language of 
Lather ; and their agreement with the sentiments ex- 
pressed in Cranm.'s subsequent works ? 

How does Ridley speak of baptism ? 

(In what kind of controversy do most of the pas- 
sages in Oranm. and Ridl. now referred to occur ? 
What is remarkable as to the difference in the position 
maintained by Oranm. and by the other side ?) To 
what inference, and how, do we naturally arrive as to 
the sentiments of Oranm. and Ridl. ? 

Refer to the language of Jewel's Apology, and of 
Noweirs Oatechism (works of what kind of authority ?). 

Refer to the formularies of the reign of Hen. VIII.; 
to the two books of Homilies ; to the Oatechism, 
as set forth in the First Serv. Book of Edw. VI.; 
(What addition was subsequently (when ?) made to 
that Oatechism ? Has it been otherwise altered ?) to 
the rubric (where originally occurring ?) concerning 
baptized children dying in infancy. (Show that the 
Engl, reformers by no means affirmed the damnation 
of infants dying unbaptized.) 

Were the Artt. treating on Baptism at all altered in 
the reign of Eliz. ? 

Refer to, and observe on, some expressions on the 
present subject in the earlier Artt. 

Give the words of the first paragraph of our present 
Art. ; (are they to be traced to any model ?) and make 
requisite observations on the principal clauses, noticing 
the difficulty occasioned by the difference between the 
expression, • by virtue of prayer to God,' and the 
phrase used in this place in the Latin Art. 

Show that the fact that this very Art. speaks less 
distinctly on baptism than any other authorized docu- 
ment cannot be explained by consideration of the views 
of Oranm. and Ridl., or of the bishops and clergy in 
general. How may it possibly be accounted for ? 
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What is to be observed respecting the date, aathority, 
<fec. of the office for Infant Baptism ? 

How is it clear that most of the statements of our 
reformers must have concerned infant baptism ? What 
are the only questions which, according to their known 
language, can arise concerning their views of the re- 
generation of infants in baptism ? 

Many pious men suppose that the reformers believed 
iomey not ally infants to be regenerated in baptism. 
How do they account for the use of the well-known 
strong expressions in the baptismal service ? How do 
they adduce the office for Adult Baptism, and the Burial 
Serv., in confirmation of their theory ? 

Show that according to either of two necessary al- 
ternatives their argument from the office for Adult 
Baptism is futile. Refute their argument from the 
Burial Serv. 

Show from the nature of the case, referring to cir- 
cumstances, the utter improbability that our reformers 
believed that some were, others were not, regenerate 
in baptism. Whence is it most probable that their si- 
lence concerning the inclusion of all, or exclusion of 
some, infants, resulted ? What, on fair examination of 
their writings, must their own sentiments plainly seem 
to be? 

What have been proved to be the sources of our 
present office for Infant Baptism ? With what classes 
of formularies are our own thus associated? (W^hat 
kind of particulars in the more ancient services did our 
reformers omit?) With whose doctrine then is ours 
evidently identical ? 

Sect, IV, — Infant Baptism. 

(What are the words of the Art. on this subject ?) 

How does the admission of children into the old 

covenant by circumcision (see concerning the analogy 

between this and baptism wnd. Sect, IL) prove a fortiori 

their admissibility into the new covenant by baptism ? 
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Befer to the distinction between the case of Abraham, 
and that of the infant children of Israelites and of pro- 
selytes. 

In reference to the Jewish practice of baptizing all 
proselytes, how would our Lord's disciples necessarily un- 
derstand the extent of His commission to them to * make 
proselytes of all nations by baptizing them' (quote the 
original) ? How is the omission to specify infants to be 
naturally and analogically accounted for ? 

From what declaration of our Lord respecting en- 
trance into the kingdom of God has the necessity of 
baptism been constantly inferred ? How is the capa- 
bility of infants for baptism to be inferred from con- 
sidering in connection with this passage our Lord's 
declaration concerning young children when such were 
brought to Him ? What twofold answer is to be given 
to the objection that by causing children to be baptized 
we bind them without their own consent to obligations 
which they might be unwilling to contract ? 

How is our view supported by the statement of St. 
Paul that the children of Christian parents are holy ? 
What may be observed in reference to the other Sacra- 
ment considered as fitter for the adult [than for infants] ? 
Show that the statement that/ the infant has original sin ' 
• is exactly the reverse of valid as an argument against 
his being baptized. Refer to St. Peter's language, on an 
occasion of his exhorting converts to be baptized, as 
favouring infant baptism. Why is it not to be won- 
dered at that we read nothing of any infants being 
baptized by the Apostles ? On what recorded occasions 
of baptism, however, is it most likely that infants were 
included ? 

How is the practice of infant baptism from the very 
first to be inferred from the language of Just. M. ? — 
How from that of Iren. ? 

How does Tertull. show manifestly that the custom 
of baptizing infants prevailed in the Ch. in his day ? 
(though how and why reasoning against the custom ?) 
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Qaote the teBtimony of Origen. In the time of Oypr. 
what question arose as to what day a child should be 
baptized on ? What answer was returned by Oypr. and 
a Gounc. of (how many ?) bishops ? 

During what period do the foregoing testimonies 
occur ? What may be observed as to the carrying the 
chain further down ? What singular view was taken 
by Greg. Naz. of the proper time for baptizing children ? 

On what considerations does it seem probable that 
among the later fathers baptism was not so universally 
administered in infancy as among ourselves ? Instance 
in Oonstantine and August. How, however, are such 
instances no proofs that the custom of infant baptism 
did not prevail from the first? What is August's own 
testimony to the affirmative ? 

Art. XXVIII. — Of the Lord's Supper. 

SecU I, — History, 

Of what does this Art treat ? What have been the 
four principal opinions on the doctrine (how stated ?) 
which is the subject of it ? 

1 Give some account of Transubstantiation : 

2 Of Gonsubstantiation : 

3 Of the doctrine of a Keal Spiritual Presence : 

4 Of the doctrine of a bare commemoration. 
WTiat is to be observed, generally, by way of cau- 
tion, respecting the language of the fathers ? 

How did the whole primitive Ch. evidently believe 
as to a presence of Ghrist in the Eucharist ? What is 
the important question hereupon arising concerning their 
belief? 

If there were no other alternative but that the 
fathers must have been Papists or Zuinglians, what 
must be acknowledged ? But what other alternative is 
possible ? 

How may we easily account for their using lan- 
guage which would sound like the carnal presence? 
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Bnt, how is it manifest that innamerahle statements of 
such a kind must he outweighed by one clear statement 
that the presence was spiritoal ? Illnstrate this from 
Protestant positive modes of speaking, as compared 
with a negation which would necessarily be made by 
Rom. Catholics. (What may be observed as to the 
Protestant admission of the term corporally f) 

[A] What strong language is used by Jerome and 
others in reference to the consecration made by the 
priest ? Show that snch language might naturally be 
used by those who believed no more than a spiritual 
and sacramental communication of Christ's body and 
blood to the faithful. 

Refer to the very strong language of Chrysost., 
* When you behold the Lord sacrificed and lying, Ac* 
Remark on the hyperbolic character of such expressions : 
"With what view were they used by Chrysost and his 
contemporaries ? 

In regard of still more remarkable expressions used 
by other, especially the later, Greek fathers, concern- 
ing the change (by what terms do they express it?) 
in the Sacraments, refer to Greg. Nyss. and Theophyl. 
How would some derive express verbal authority for 
the doctrine of transubstantiation from the Gr. term — 
what ? and how by them translated into Lat. ? — used by 
these fiEtthers ? Confute this view by various consider- 
ations. 

To what kind of passages cited from Cyr. Hieros. 
do the same observations apply ? And how does he 
explain himself in this case ? 

Refer to a famous passage (whence taken? and 
what is to be observed as to its authorship ?) which the 
Rom. Cath. controversialists coupled with one from 
Cyril, and much insisted on. Refute their views of it, 
from Cranmer. (To what passage from Ambrose does 
the same answer apply ?) 

Hilary in the course of his argument (refer to it) 
against some heretics who held that the Unity of the 
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Father and of the Son, was nnity of will, not of nature, 
uses some strong expressions — what ? — concerning the 
Flesh and Blood of Christ aod the receiving of them 
(how does he apply the text, ' My flesh is meat indeed, 
&c/ ?). Show, referring to Cranmer, that Hilary's 
language is not inconsistent with the views of those 
who hold a spiritual presence of Christ in the Eucharist, 
and a spiritual union of Christians with Him therein. 

What admission must he made concerning the 
doctrine of the Ch. from the first, if all the language 
of the fathers were similar to what has heen now re- 
ferred to ? But what, on the other hand t« the state of 
the case? 

[B] What douht may the general nature of the 
terms spoken in hy the apostolical fathers often raise 
with reference to the present subject ? Refer to Ignat. 
How does he speak of the Eucharist, when arguing 
against certain sects of the Gnostics? (What does 
even Bellarm. acknowledge to be the question here ?) 
How when exhorting to participation of the one Eucha- 
rist? Make requisite observations on the last two 
passages. 

How does Just. M. describe the Eucharistic feast to 
the heathen emperor ? Show from his language that 
though he was no Zuinglian, yet neither was he a tran- 
substantialist. (What have Dr. Waterland and Bp. 
Kaye respectively observed as to the bearing of his 
language on consubstantiation ?) 

Show from statements of Iren. that he is a witness 
against the Romanict doctrine, and yet perhaps still 
more against the mere figurists or memorialists. 

How does Tertull. speak of Christ as the Bread of 
Life, and of the bread of the Eucharist ? 

How does Clem. Alex, speak of the Blood of the 
Lord, and of the Eucharist ? What is to be observed 
as to his mysticism ? But how much at least can be 
discerned from the passages referred to ? 

Refer to Origen's language, as showing his views 
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respectiDg the Body of Christ, and the reception of it in 
the Eucbarist. 

How does Cyprian (arguing against whom ?) write 
concerning the representation of the Lord's Blood in 
the Eucharist ? 

How does Athan. observe on Christ's distinguishing 
between flesh and spirit, St. John vi. 61 — 63 ? 

How does Cyr. Hieros. (see also before) illustrate 
the unction which was given with baptism by reference 
to the bread of the Eucharist ? 

What clear distinction does Jerome make in relation 
to the Body and Blood of Christ ? How does Chry- 
sost. speak of the looking on the Sacraments spiritually f 
(Notice the language used in the Epistle to CaBsarius ; 
remarking concerning the authorship of it.) (How does 
the language just referred to bear on the interpretation 
of the strong language, before noted, of Jerome and of 
Chrysost. ?) 

Give apposite quotations from August., showing his 
spiritual view of the Eucharist. 

Refer to Theodoret as a witness against transub- 
stantiation, but not against the truth of phrist's pre- 
sence. 

What now is the safe conclusion concerning the 
doctrine of the early ages ? What possible alternative 
may be allowed — ^how, if so, to be accounted for ? — con- 
cerning the use by some of language favouring a carnal 
presence, or even their admission of thought of its exist- 
ence ? What however is certain against the doctrine 
of a carnal presence ? And if any of the fathers did 
contemplate any beside a spiritual presence, what is it 
certain that it, contra-distinctively, was? Refer here 
to an illustration used by Hilary ; in arguing against 
what error ? 

As regards the controversies of the middle ages : 

What may be observed concerning Paschasius Rad- 
bert's (date ?) assertion of the corporal presence ? And 
concerning his being opposed by an eminent divine ? 
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Notice some particulars respecting Johannes Scotos 
Erigena in relation to the present subject. 

How did Bertram of Corbie (notice some particulars 
respecting him and his book) clearly affirm the spirit- 
ual, and deny the carnal, presence in the Eacharist ? 

Why would the principles of Paschasius be more 
likely than those of Bertram to gain ground in the 
middle ages ? What however shows that they did not 
universally prevail ? 

What may be observed concerning the doctrine of 
the Anglo-Saxon Church ? Kefer to the language of 
^Ifric ; noticing some particulars respecting him. 

Give some account of Berengarius and his doctrine, ^ 
and of the treatment which he met with. 

Is the time of the first using of the term tranmb' 
stanttation ascertained ? When and by whom is it said 
to have been invented ? 

How was transubstantiation formally sanctioned by 
the Counc. of Lateran ? W^hat may here be observed 
on its antiquity as an article of faith in the Kom. Ch. ? 
What doctrine of WicliflFe was condemned in the Counc. 
of Constance ? What notice of the doctrine of transub- 
stantiation is connected with the Counc. of Florence ? 
How did the Counc. of Trent decree on the subject ? 
And how is the doctrine professed in the Creed of Pope 
Pius IV. ? 

What is to be observed as to room for difference of 
statement and of thought still left in the Ch. of Rome 
on the subject of transubstantiation, and the real 
presence ( — is it properly so called, in regard to 
that doctrine ? — ) ? Give instances of unexceptionable 
statements made by eminent members of that Ch. (after 
as well as before the establishment of the doctrine of 
transubstantiation) in acknowledgment of a spiritual 
rather than a carnal presence. (Was transubstantiation 
ever adopted by the Greek Church ?) 

Passing to the doctrines of the Reformation : 

Of what doctrine was Luther (vid. ant) the inven- 
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tor (or great patron) ? What illuBtration did he nee 
to explain it ? What may be observed concerning the 
influence of controversy on the strength of his state- 
ments? (Refer to declarations in the Confession of 
Augsburgh, and in the Saxon Confession.) 

What was the view of Ziiingle ? {comp, cmt) Befer 
to his language. May he afterwards have modified 
some of his statements ? 

What was the course taken by Calvin ? Kefer to 
some of his statements. 

Notice the views of Melancthon. 

How did the continental reformers come to a state of 
greater concord on the present question ? And what 
accordingly does Hooker observe respecting them ? 

Give some account of the progress of opinion in 
Oranmer and Ridley concerning the present subject. 
"With whose doctrine did theirs finally become nearly 
identical ? Refer to the language of both. (How has 
Cranm. been thought by some to differ somewhat from 
Ridl. ? But q. ?) 

What omission (how probably to be accounted for ?) 
in the Second Serv. Book of Edw. VI. has been thought 
to savour of a Zuinglian tendency ? "What still more 
remarkable departure from the ancient forms was also 
made in that Book in the administration of the 
Eucharist ? And what might it seem to imply ? 
(How was the form of administration settled in the 
reign of Eliz. ?) 

Show, however, that some of the alterations in the 
Serv. Book may not have been agreeable to our leading 
divines. (See Introd,) — And refer to some of the 
numerous unaltered statements of the reign of Edw. 
VI. which prove that a real but spiritual presence of 
Christ was, and is, the doctrine of the Ch. of Engl. 
What may be observed as to the statement in the latter 
part of the Catechism ? 

What clause denying the bodily presence of Christ 
in the Eucharist was in this Art. ajs drawn up in 1552 ? 
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"Why probably was it omitted in Eliz*s. reign ? {See 
concerning nearli/ corresponding rvhric at the end of 
Commun, Serv, und. Art. IV. Sectt L II.) (What may 
be remarked respecting Luther*s insisting on the ubi- 
quity of our Lord's human nature ?) 

What is the express language of the Homilies? 
And of Bp. Jewel's Apology ? 

Is it likely that our reformers learned their doctrine 
from Calvin ? Though, in the main, in whose views 
did they agree? What may be remarked on the 
difference of modes of explaining the spiritual presence ? 
What does Bp. Taylor observe on the agreement of our 
doctrine with that of the ancient writers, and the 
mysterious nature of the subject ? 

Since the Reformation : — (What may be observed 
as to some who may have had Zuinglian views or 
tendencies ? but) What has been the general belief on 
the doctrine of the Eucharist of all our great divines to 
the present time ? Recount names of chief writers. 
Express the main particulars of their belief in the 
language of Hooker. 

Sect. IL — Scriptural Proof. 

I. The Words of Institution. 

By what kind of feast were almost all sacrifices 
among both Gentiles and Jews succeeded ? And what 
were the significance and purport of such a feast? 
Instance in the Passover : a rite of what nature and 
importance? 

Give some account, noting particulars, of the man- 
ner in which our Saviour superseded the feast of the 
Passover by that of the Eucharist. 

What was the Lamb when set on the table at the 
Passover commonly called by the Jews ? And with 
what application to this manner of speaking is it natural 
to suppose that our Lord used the words, ' This is My 
Body?' 

To what language used (on what occasion?) by 
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Moses is that in which onr Lord speaks of His Blood 
in the institution of the Eacharist closely parallel ? 

In what point only did the Eacharist in its institu- 
tion differ from the ancient feasts ? From the differ- 
ence between the manner in which the flesh of the 
Paschal Lamb and that in which the Eucharistic bread 
and wine were designated, what must we infer concern- 
ing the dignity of the new festival? Show how, 
accordingly, the nature of the case, on contrasting the 
Law with the Gospel, would lead us to look upon the 
Eucharist. 

What three things are especially to be observed in 
the form of institution ? 

1 What custom existed among the Jews concern- 
ing the blessing of the bread in the Passover ? How 
did our Saviour act in a corresponding manner as to the 
bread of the Eucharist? — For blessed (the Greek?) 
occurring in St Matthew and St. Mark, what term is 
used by St. Luke, and by St. Paul, 1 Cor. xi. ? What 
is to be observed as to the nearly synonymous character 
of the two terms ? In what respect, contra- distinctively, 
did the bread become changed by our Lord's use of the 
language implied by them ? 

2 What did our Lord declare concerning the 
bread and wine ? (Refer to the accounts of the first 
three Evangelists, and of St Paul.) What does the 
Protestant admit to be the force of these words of insti- 
tution? But what bevond this does the Romanist 
maintain ? How does he argue from the words them- 
selves ? Show the futility of his argument (what ?) 
from the difference of genders in Apro^ and rovro. 

Show, adducing parallel instances, that the simple 
use of the verb itrrl, i«, does not prove the Romanist 
position. (Nay, against what extremely opposite view 
might such an argument, singly, be insufficient?) 
* That Rock was Christ.* 1 Cor. x. 4, How have the 
figurists represented the force of this illustration? 
But show, from a consideration of the Apostle's argu- 
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ment through the whole passage, that the illustration, 
correctly interpreted, proves the real, but spiritucU, 
presence of the Body of Christ. . . ' My Blood of the 
new coveTiantJ (What is the Greek term? How? 
but rightly ? translated in our Vers. ?) How do St. 
Luke and St. Paul give this declaration ? What is its 
meaning, in either form respectively, in reference to the 
old covenant ? (What grammatical observation may be 
made on St. Luke's language ?) (What does Lightfoot 
observe on the reference which the bread and the wine 
may respectively have to the daily sacrifice ?) 

Point out the view in which we may now obviously 
consider the Eucharist as a federal rite. 

3 What did our Saviour command in instituting 
the Eucharist? 

Show, in disproof of the Romanist view, what was 
our Lord's real meaning in the injunction, ' Do this.' 
Set forth the commemorative character of the Eucharist: 
showing further that the celebration of the Ehicharist 
is not a repetition but is a commemoration (how to be 
allowably called a sacrifice ?) of the sacrifice of Christ ? 

II. Our LorcP 8 Discourse at Capemavm. JohnvL 
Of what two opposite parties have many denied— with 
what obvious motive? — ^that this discourse has any 
reference to the Eucharist? For such non^reference 
an argument is raised, that the discourse was delivered 
prior to the institution of the Eucharist: Show the 
futility of such an argument from consideration of the 
anticipatory and prophetic nature of much of our Lord's 
discourses : Give instances. 

What is to be observed on the mystery of the 
discourse, as requiring explanation? On what only 
occasions do we read of Jesus saying any thing about 
eating His flesh and drinking His blood ? How must 
we needs suppose the disciples would regard the lan- 
guage used on the second occasion as related to that 
used on the first? 

Give an outluie of the discourse now referred to, 
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Jobn Yi. Show that the language here used concenio 
ing the Flesh and Kood of Christ is inconsistent 
with the view that nothing is meant hy it beyond 
the effects of fiuth in the death of Christ ; and that 
it manifestly has a far higher meaning. Point out in 
some measore the character of the mystery thus ex* 
pressed. What inference must we draw as to the 
meaning of the like lang^nage used concerning the Eu- 
charist? 

Can we, then, acquiesce in Zuinglian notions? 
Bring forward, however, two statements in the chap, 
before us, which (make requisite observations on them) 
are quite fatal to the doctrine of the material presence. 
(How do we draw from language used by our Lord, — 
whether this discourse refer to the Eucharist or not, — 
an assurance that a carnal feeding on His Flesh and 
Blood, would not have been ordained by Him in a 
Sacrament ?) 

III. The Statements of St. Paul, — 1 Cor. x. xi. 

[A] 1 Cor. X. What does St. Paul herein de- 
termine concerning the eating of meats sacrificed to 
idols ? How (give an outline of his argument) does he 
illustrate his declaration concerning the purport and 
effects of partaking of a sacrificial feast by reference to 
the Jews' participation in their sacrifices ; and to the 
heathens' participation of the sacrifices of demon-gods ? 
(By what Gr. term does he in both cases express the 
participation?) How in immediate comparison with 
these feasts does St. Paul place the Christian festival of 
the Eucharist ? and how proceed to represent the joint- 
partaking (notice the meaning of the original term and 
its cognates) of Christians therein ? 

From this teaching, of what must we infer (how ?) 
that we become partakers by means of the bread and 
wine ? But how is it also evident that the bread and 
wine are means of partaking — not changed into that of 
which we partake ? 

[B] 1 Cor. xi. What kind of feast do the early 
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Christians appear to have joined with the reception of 
the Communion ? What abuse took place in the cele- 
bration of such feasts at Corinth ? How does St. Paul 
reprehend such misconduct, both in itself, (to what does 
KvptoKov SiiTTvov <^yc6v probably refer ?) and as to its 
bearing on the reception of the Holy Communion ? 
How, to enforce this latter point, does he reason con- 
cerning the excellency of the Eucharist, (see be/ore as 
to his account of the mode and words of institution^ and 
the consequent guilt of profaning it? Refer to his 
language ; observing on the proper meaning of StaKpwojy, 
and the translation of it in the Engl. Vers. How far, 
in reference to the apostolic warnings, do we agree with 
the believers in transubstantiation ? How only do we 
differ from them ? Quote from Calvin and from Hooker 
statements concerning both the mystery and the benefit 
of the Eucharist : and observe on the fit way in which 
the devout soul embraces the doctrine. 

(In what language are certain Romish practices 
connected with the Eucharist condemned in the con- 
clusion of this Art. ? Show that they are mere results 
from a belief in transubstantiation, and have no Scrip- 
tural authority. What is to be observed chronologically 
concerning the beginning of the practice of elevating 
the Host ?) 

Art. XXIX. — Of the Wicked which eat not the 
Body of Christ in the use of the Lord's Supper. 

Sect. I. — History, 

If the last Art. be true, what most probably follows 
as to this ? (Give it.) 

What are the only two possible views of the eating 
here treated of? By whom, respectively, has each 
alternative, in latter times, been generally held ? Why 
is the fathers' teaching on this point necessarily ob- 
scure ? 

Notice, however, plain passages strongly in favour 
of the view taken in this Art. : — referring to Origen ; 
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Cyprian; Hilary; August; — What is to be observed 
concerniDg the passage from August, quoted in the 
Art. ? Quote another also. 

What argument has been raised by our opponents 
from the use in ancient Liturgies of the prayer for the 
descent of the Holy Ghost on the elements ? What 
doctrine would be necessarily implied in such an argu- 
ment? Show that the opponents* conclusion is un- 
founded : — from considerations relating to a like 
invocation in baptism ; to the real nature of the 
sanctifying effects of the illapse of the Holy Spirit; 
referring to Cyril, and to ancient Liturgies ; and re- 
lating to the place of the invocation in the Greek 
Liturgies, as affecting the question of transubstantiation. 
Refer to "Waterland. 

On the rise of what belief was it naturally held that 
all communicants (though how indeed the wicked?) 
receive the very Body and Blood of Christ ? What may 
be observed as to citations then alleged from the fathers 
in support of such doctrine ? 

Would the result against which we contend neces- 
sarily follow from consubstantiation ? To what belief, 
however, may we suppose that the Lutherans rather 
inclined ? (Why was this Art. probably expunged for 
a time by Eliz. and her Council ?) What do all other 
branches of the Reformation seem to have agreed in ? 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof. 

In what sense of the words may we admit that every 
communicant eats Christ's Body and drinks His Blood? 
But how does the doctrine of our Art. inevitably result 
from what has been established in disproof of the opus 
operatum, and in proof of a spiritual, not carual, pre- 
sence ? 

As for direct statements of the N. Test. : why do 
we not here adduce the words of institution ? 

With respect to St. Paul's language, 1 Cor. xi. 
(refer to it) concerning unworthy communicants, what 
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may we in candour admit as to its consistency with the 
view of our opponents ? But show that we are justified 
in contending that there is nothing in it inconsifitent 
with our own belief that the wicked do not eat Christ. 

Show that our Lord's language affirming the benefits 
resulting from eating His Flesh and drinking His Blood 
— quote from St John vi. 56, 57, 58, 54-—inevitably 
proves our position. 

Show the futility of any attempt to escape from our 
inference by asserting that John vi. refers merely to 
spiritual feeding apart from the Eucharist ; ewn if that 
assertion were allowed to be true. What does the 
statement, * He that eateth Me shall live by Me,' con- 
sidered generally f seem to prove for ns, and what also 
to disprove against our opponents ? 

Art. XXX. — Op both kinds. 
Sect. J. — History. 

Is any patristic authority for withdrawing the cilp 
from the laity alleged by the more candid Eom. Catho- 
lics ? 

Give the words of this Art. Refer in direct sup- 
port of it to the account given of the ministration of 
the Eucharist by Just. M., and to language used by 
Cypr. and by Chrysost. 

Agreeably to these and such like expressions of the 
fathers, how do we infer from the ancient Liturgies 
that (as to two important particulars) the elements 
were administered ? Whence arose the custom (where 
still continuing ?) of administering the two elements 
together ? What doctrine led (how ?) to the belief 
that Christ was fully received under one element ? 

Notice the opposition at first made to the practice 
condemned in our Art. 

How did the schoolmen differ on the subject ? In 
what respects was the temptation to withhold the cup 
great ? (What remarkable acknowledgment is made 
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by Card. Bona concerning the ancient practice, and its 
duration ?) 

How did the early reformers regard this corruption 
of Popery ? How was it hoped that the Oounc. of 
Constance would act ? and how did it decree ? con- 
cerning this matter? What serious results of the 
decree followed in Germany ? What anathemas were 
decreed on this subject by the Counc. of Trent ? What 
is the agreement on it of all Reformed Churches ? 

Sect. II. — Scriptural Proof. 

What are the only passages of Script, which can be 
appealed to ? How only do the words of the insti- 
tution of the Eucharist appear to bear on the question ? 

But how, only, is it believed, do our opponents 
argue that they are justified in withdrawing the cup ? 

Show that their argument, if admitted, would 
(how?) prove too much; and also that their practice 
is clearly inconsistent in one (what ?) respect with the 
original institution. 

Show that the language of St. Paul, 1 Oor. x. xi. 
affords much ground to conclude that not only presby- 
ters, but the people, partook of the two elements : 
(nay, that his warnings, <&c., may seem rather ad- 
dressed to the laity than to the clergy.) 

What may now be observed as to the hazard of 
concluding from certain deductions of reason that one 
half of Christ's ordinance may be withheld from the 
great body of His Church ? What three requisites are 
necessary to the validity of a Sacrament ? And what 
question follows as to the validity of the Eucharbtlc 
Sacrament as ministered by our opponents ? 

What only hypothesis can give any pretence for 
their practice ? And what alternative remains on the 
failure of such an hypothesis ? Though what may we 
allowably trust is the case as to receivers of a mutilated 
Sacrament In faith and ignorance ? 

L 
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Art. XXXI. — Of the one Oblation of Christ 

FINISHED UPON THE CrOSS. 

(Give the words of the Art.) 

Sect. I. — History. 

From the very first the fathers spoke of the Eu- 
charist as an offering or sacrifice : 

Quote the language of Clem. Rom. (what * gifts ' 
does he refer to ?) ; of Just M. and of Iren. (how do 
they refer to the mincha — notice particulars respecting 
this offering, and the modes of rendering the original 
term — prophetically spoken of by Malachi ?) ; of Ter- 
tull. (how does he speak of a sacrifice of prayer ?) 
(Notice important original terms used by these fathers 
to express offering, (fee.) What similar witness have 
we from Clem. Alex, and from Origen ? 

To what only offering in the Eucharist do we find 
any certain reference in all these fathers ? Observe on 
the word Ovaia, (refer to Johnson's Unbloody Sacrifice) 
as not contradicting our statement ; also, to the same 
purpose, on the use (how early?) of the word altar 
(the Gr. ?) ? 

"When do we find the view of the Eucharist as a 
commemorative sacrifice first expressly/ appearing ? 
(Need we question that such a belief was entertained 
by the early fathers ? but) "^Tiat bearing has the lan- 
guage of the fathers of the first two centuries, negatively 
considered, on the question of the actual offering of 
Christ in the Eucharist ? 

Refer to, and observe on, the language of Athena- 
goras (date ?) respecting the unbloody sacrifice. 

With what special reference (beyond the view 
already noticed) do the fathers from the time of Cy- 
prian speak of the Eucharist as a sacrifice ? Quote 
language used by him. 

How do the Rom. Catholics claim such language as 
in their favour ? What, on the contrary, do Protes- 
tants assert ? (Refer to August.) 
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How is the Eom. theory disproved both by the 
already noticed silence of the early fathers, and also by 
the language (refer to such) of the fathers respecting 
spiritual sacrifices ? 

To ascertain in what sense the fathers did see in 
the Eucharist the sacrifice of Christ, for the propitiation 
of our sins : In what view did they regard the Eucha- 
rist, as corresponding to the Passover ? (What kind 
of feast is the Lord's Supper generally admitted to be ?) 
Show how they seem to have esteemed the Eucharist 
not only a sacrificial feast, but also, metonymically y a 
sacrifice. (How do we in effect present the sacrifice of 
Christ in all our devotions ?) 

Sum up (under four heads) the notions entertained 
by the fathers concerning the offering made in the 
Eucharist. According to which of these do they use 
solemn language, not otherwise applicable, concerning 
it ? Refer to Chrysost. and August. 

On the establishment of the doctrine of transubstan- 
tiation, what perversion naturally took place of the 
doctrine of the fathers concerning the commemoration 
of Christ's sacrifice in the Eucharist ? How is the 
Rom. Cath. doctrine of the mass expressed by the 
Counc. of Trent ? 

From the Rom. Oath, belief concerning the mass 
how came naturally the custom that the priest should 
offer the sacrifice, but the people not communicate, but 
witness (how thus differing from primitive practice?) 
the offering? Remark on the consequent perversion 
of the character of the Eucharist 

Remark on the strength of the. reformers' denuncia- 
tions against the Rom. doctrine of the mass ; referring 
to the language of Luther and of Calvin. 

Quote Ridley's statements concerning the kind of 
sacrifice actually made in the Eucharist, and the Rom. 
doctrine of the mass. 

What negative effect has the dread of the mass had 
on the language of the majority of the members of the 
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Reformed Churches ? But what is to be observed 
concerning the advocacy, by many eminent divines 
( — ^instance such — ) of the Ch. of Engl., of the pro- 
priety of speaking of the Christian Sacrifice f Express 
their views in the language of £p. Bull. 

Sect, II. — Scriptural Proof. 

I. Show that the Rom. doctrine that the mass is a 
repetition of the sacrifice of Christ on the Cross is di- 
rectly opposed to St. Paul's exposition (Heb. v. — x.) 
of the superiority of Christ's priesthood and sacrifice 
over the priesthood and sacrifices of the Law ; giving 
an outline of the Apostle's line of argument, and the 
conclusion at which he arrives. 

How does his argument evidently prove that to 
believe in the repetition of Christ's sacrifice is most 
derogatory to it? and implies what deplorable con- 
sequence ? But what does the Apostle's argument 
evidently prove to be really the case? And how 
therefore are we warranted in characterizing the Romish 
doctrine ? 

II. What spiritual sacrifices (rank them under 
three heads) is the Christian Church required, accord- 
ing to Scripture, to offer ? 

What Eucharistio sacrifices therefore are we still 
to offer? To what sacrifices (contra-distinctively) of 
the Jews do they correspond ? 

Cf what two parts, as regards God and ourselves 
respectively, did the whole ancient Ch. believe the 
Eucharist to consist ? And what was the whole ordi- 
nance hence esteemed ? 

What is to be observed concerning the view enter- 
tained by the fathers of the Eucharist in regard of its 
being a ' showing forth of the Lord's death ? * And of 
the prophetic reference to it recognized by them in 
Malachi ? How do we accordingly, yet rejecting the 
Rom. view, speak of it ? 

(Notice the question as to the propriety or impro- 
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priety of calling the Lord's Table an Altar : referring 
to patristic usage ; and observing on N. Test, expres- 
sions. What appears to have been (and why so ?) the 
determination of the English reformers ? What the 
general language of Christians ? 

Art. XXXII. — Of the Marriage of Priests. 

Sect, I, — History. 

Give the words of the Art. Show, referring to 
Polycarp ; Euseb. ; Clem. Alex. ; the interpolated 
epistles of Ignat. (how far of authority for our pur- 
pose ?) ; Tertull. ; Origen ; Epiphan. ; that in the 
earliest ages of the Church, bishops, priests, and 
deacons, were allowed to marry. 

Show, referring to Tertull. and Origen, that in very 
early times second marriages were considered as dis- 
qualifying for ordination. On what Scripture rule 
was this custom of disqualification founded? Show 
that the passage referred to was also Otherwise inter- 
preted ; being how, c. gr,, understood by Chrysost., 
Theodoret, and Theophylact? How does it appear 
(refer e, gr, to Tertull.) that even in the earliest times 
the disqualification was not universal ? 

How was it that very soon an exaggerated esteem for 
celibacy crept in ? Notice the view then taken of the 
import of the language respecting a single life, of our 
Lord, Matt. xix. and of St. Paul, 1 Cor. vii.* — and the 
belief which consequently began to prevail concerning 
the celibacy of the clergy. How, accordingly, did some 
of the clergy, and of the laity, respectively act? 

Notice some particulars respecting the opposition 
made at first to these errors. How, especially, was 



* What two extreme views are taken of the undue compaxatiTe 
esteem for yiiginitj thus arising ? Whereas what (and whence ?) do 
we rigfatlj conclude ? Where is the first trace of the exaggerated notion 
in question to be firand ? 
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the subject of clerical celibacy proposed and decided on 
in the Counc. of Nice ? 

"What is to be observed respecting the decrees of 
the Counc. of Illiberis (date, <fec. ?) ? What was for a 
long time allowed even in the case of bishops ? Refer 
to Socrates. How did the Counc. of Trullo (date, <fec. ?) 
decree as to clerical marriages ? (How has the Eastern 
Ch. acted in reference to the rule therein laid down ?) 

Yet what does that Counc. describe as a received 
rule of the Rom. Ch. ? and how does it vindicate its 
own decision? 

Notice some particulars respecting the progress of 
the principle of clerical celibacy in the West. 

What decrees were made in Engl, under Abp, 
Lanfranc (date ?) and his successor? 

What may we consider to have been, in the middle 
ages, the feeling, in general, of the laity — but what the 
opinion of many of the wiser prelates — concerning 
clerical celibacy? What in various respects was the 
tendency and working of such a system ? 

How did the reformers regard vows of continence ? 
Notice Luther's conduct, and language. 

How did Cranmer act in regard to the matter now 
considered ? What may be observed as to the difiFer- 
ence between monastic vows and the profession of 
celibacy made by the priesthood? Refer to Bp. 
Ridley's opinion. To what charge were they who 
married on the reformation naturally exposed ? 

How does the Counc. of Trent pronounce on the 
present subject ? What attention is paid to it in the 
Confession of Augsburgh ? 

Notice briefly the respective practices of the Eastern 
Ch., the Ch. of Rome, and the Reformed Churches. 

Sect. II, — Scriptural Proof. 

I. As to arguments in favour of the celibacy of 
the clergy : 

Give an outline of the manner in which our Lord 
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and St. Paul ascribe — in what view ? — the preference 
to an unmarried life. (What question may there be as 
to the meaning of St. Paul's expression, ' the present 
distress?') 

What may fairly be concluded from such language 
of our Lord and His Apostle, as to the tone of popular 
opinion concerning marriage and celibacy? and the 
true tone of Christian sentiment? (See Matt. xix. 
and 1 Cor. vii. considered in another point of view 
under Art XIV.) 

How do such considerations seem at first sight to 
bear on the present question ? What motives of Church 
policy may be adduced on the same side ? 

II. On the other hand : 

Against what kind of declarations are such argu- 
ments as the preceding (to be treated as trifling?) 
inefiPectual ? And on which side of the question have 
we plain and direct Script, evidence ? 

1 How far is the case, as regards marriage, of the 
Levitical priesthood to be adduced in favour of the 
doctrine of our Art. ? 

2 What is universally admitted as to the marriage 
of some of the Apostles ? Confute the Romish asser- 
tion that they did not live with their wives after their 
apostleship ; referring to St Paul's words, * Have we 
not power to lead about a sister, a wife, &c.' and to the 
interpretation of them by the more ancient fathers: 
How have they been otherwise interpreted (but pro- 
bably under what influence ?) by later fathers ? (Wliat 
objectionable custom in the Ch. (notice its condemnation) 
arose from this latter interpretation ?) 

3 How does St. Paul speak in direct reference to 
the clergy as marrying, and to their wives and children ? 
(What may be observed as to the possible meaning of 
ywaucas, 1 Tim. iii. 11. ? And as to an interpretation 
given to this passage by some Rom. Catholics ?) How 
has St. Paul been understood as speaking of second 
marriages ? Refer to Chrysost's language concerning 
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St Panl's permission of marriage, and mention of the 
marriage of the clergy. 

What then do the words of the Apostle nnqnes- 
tionahly sanction as to the marriage of the clergy ? and 
what do they accordingly prove respecting onr Art. ? 

What may he ohserved as to the invalidity of any 
contravening authority? How, from certain expres- 
sions used by onr Lord, and by St. Paul, do we infer 
the unlawfulness of imposing celibacy on whole bodies 
of men ? 

4 What general considerations from passages speak- 
ing honourably of marriage, or against the forbidding of 
it, strengthen, the above arguments ? 

5 How, as the case stands, are arguments of expe- 
diency from the alleged benefits of clerical celibacy in- 
admissible? What have Eomanists themselves often 
admitted on a comparison of reasons for and against 
clerical celibacy ? What kind of arguments might we 
bring from experience in vindication of clerical mar- 
riages? 

Art. XXXIII. — Of Excommunicate Persons, how 

THEY ARE TO BE AVOIDED. 

Sect, J. — History. 

What is to be observed concerning ' cutting off from 
the people,* as an O. Test, punishment ? Of what did 
the later Jews understand it ? Give some account of 
the three kinds of excommunication in use among them. 
Notice the question as to the original identity of two of 
these forms. 

Refer to some patristic testimonies down to Origen, 
showing that from the very earliest times the Christian 
Gh. exercised a power of the same kind. Notice the 
contents of the canons of the Apostles and their proba- 
ble date. Why is it needless to continue the history 
through the following centuries ? Give some account 
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of the two kinds of excommunication in use among the 
Christians. 

(See under Art. XXV. somewhat concerning public 
confession, and private confession as gradually super- 
seding it ; yet) In what two kinds of cases did 
excommunications assume a new and more formidable 
aspect in the middle ages? Give instances. (What 
does the case of Theodosius show concerning the disci- 
pline of the primitive Ch. ?) 

Beside public confession, what discipline was im- 
posed by the early Ch. on penitent offenders who 
desired to be restored to communion? Give some 
account of the four classes into which the penitents were 
accordingly divided. How were the penitents required 
to behave, &c,, during the term of their penance? 
What is the earliest period at which it is thought that 
mention is certainly made of the above distinctions and 
rules? 

To what three classes, generally speaking, were the 
crimes reducible for which excommunication was in- 
flicted ? Notice some particulars respecting the dura- 
tion, according to circnmstances, of the term of penance* 
How often, generally speaking, was public penance 
allowed? 

What was the office of the bishop in regard of 
excommunication, penance, and absolution? To whom, 
and under what circumstaBces, was hia absolving power 
deputed ? 

What does the Counc. of Trent declare and enjoin 
concerning excommunication ? 

What did the Beformers generally hold as io the 
power of excommunication? Befer to the Augsbnrgh 
Confession ; the Saxon Confession ; and Calvin's legisla- 
tiiMi (how in general acted on by Calvinistic Commu- 
nions ?). 

What ia to be observed aa to the principles and die 
practice of the Ch. of England? Befer io the rubric 
before the Communion; to the introduction to the Coni' 
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mination Serv. ; and to the Canons of 1663. What have 
been the great causes why ecclesiastical censures have 
lost their power amongst us ? 

Sect IL — Scriptural Proof, 

Give the words of the Art. What two points ap- 
pear to require demonstration? 

I. Show, from our Lord's language, Matt, xviii., 
respecting the case of one Christian offending against 
another, that our Lord gave power to his Church to 
excommunicate and absolve. (Observe on the expres- 
sion T/; iKKXrj<ria used by Him.) How would his disciples 
naturally understand ' as a heathen man, &c. ?* What 
do ' binding* and ' loosing* evidently here signify ? 
Compare with this latter part of the passage the pro- 
mise of our Lord to St. Peter, concerning binding and 
loosing, Matt. xvi. ; and to the Apostles at large, con- 
cerning the remission and retention of sins, John xx. : — 
and observe on the necessary import of such language. 

As to the according practice of the Apostolic Church : 
— Give some account of St. Paul's proceedings in the case 
of the incestuous man of Corinth, 1 Cor. v. and 2 Cor. 
ii. Remark on the differing views which have been 
taken of the phrase, ' deliver to Satan, &c.* With the 
passages just referred to compare, as leading to what 
conclusion? sundry Apostolical injunctions to Chris- 
tians to abstain from the company of evil persons. 

II. How must the Church in early ages be viewed 
as a distinct society ? Show, quoting Script, passages, 
how the bishops and elders of it were accordingly con- 
sidered ; and that the primitive pastors had a pastoral 
authority^BA well as care. 

Referring to the committal by our Lord to His 
Church and her officers of the keys of discipline {vid. 
ant,) show that the hypothesis, that the commission to 
the first disciples of Christ was miraculous, and there- 
fore temporary, is utterly untenable; and what that com- 
mission actually was. 
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Show how the Apostles claimed the power bestowed 
by that commission : — quoting and observing on passages 
respecting the proceedings of St. Paul before referred to; 
as also his language respecting the excommunication of ^ 
Hymenseus and Alexander ; and his threat of holding a 
regular judicial enquiry at Corinth, 2 Cor. xiii. Show 
how the case stood also as to other chief pastors, by 
reference to rules laid down by St. Paul for the guidance 
of Timothy and Titus; and to the case of Diotrephes. 
What may be observed on the ordinance of Divine 
Wisdom, that the chief officers of the Church should be, 
though the principal, not the sole, executors of its 
authority ? and on what appears to have been the ac- 
cordant practice of the Apostles ? (Notice the consti- 
tution of our Ecclesiastical Courts, as agreeing with 
primitive principle.) 

Art. XXXIV. — Of the Traditions of the 

Church. 

How is this Art. peculiarly connected with the 
national character of the Reformation? Notice the 
Preface to the Book of Common Prayer as in connec- 
tion with this Art. 

Give the words of the Art, What are the two 
points which we have here to consider ? 

I. How far only does Script, direct us respecting 
the authority of Churches in matters of ceremony ? 

As to the actual practice in early times : — Give 
some account of the controversy concerning Easter ; of 
that concerning the rebaptizing of heretics ; of the mode 
in which the Jewish Sabbath was treated ; of the non- 
uniformity of early Liturgies: — What do all these 
facts prove concerning the rights of particular Churches? 

IL Show, making requisite quotations, that Scrip- 
tural authority is strong in favour of obedience to both 
civil and ecclesiastical authorities, even when corrupt. 

What principle relating to the present subject i^ 
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necessarily and obviously involved in the whole system 
of discipline and order of the primitive Gh., and acted 
on in the decrees of Oouncils and Synods ? 

Art, XXXV, — Op the Homilies. 

Give the Art. Under what circumstances were the 
Homilies put forth ? 

To what writers is the First Book of Homilies at- 
tributed ? To whom, chiefly, the Second ? What is 
the comparative character of each (put forth in what 
reigns respectively ?) What is the kind of assent which, 
it is agreed, we are expected to give to the Homilies ? 
Instance particulars showing the correctness of such a 
view. 

What is the character of the Homilies as regards 
authority? (Which of them is of greater authority 
than the rest? \^Vtd. ant. sub. Art. X/.]) Notice the 
respects in which they are valuable. Why are these 
discourses not likely to be again much read in Churches ? 

As to objections to the reading any thing unin- 
spired in Churches, vid. ant. sttb. Art. VI. Sect. II L 
How in point of lawfulness are the Homilies at least on 
a footing with sermons in general ? 

Art. XXXVI. — Of Consecration of Bishops and 

Ministers. 

Give some account of the first revision of the Ordi- 
nal which took place in the reign of Edw. VI, In 
what respects did the Ordinal as thus drawn up differ 
from the forms used in the Roman Pontificals ? What 
further change took place in it as again revised, and put 
forth with the Second Serv. Book of Edw. VI. ? Ex- 
cepting the want of what clauses was the form of ordi- 
nation nearly as now ? 

In the reign of Mary what was done as regards the 
reformed Ordinal, and the orders conferred by means of 
it? 
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In the reign of Eliz. wliat took place in reference to 
the same Ordinal ? 

What were the most important additions made to it 
at the revision on the accession of Charles II. ? 

Note some particnlars respecting the preface to it. 

Give the words of the Art. To meet what two 
kinds of objections is its object ? 

I. Objections against alleged deficiencies in the 
Ordinal : — Coming from whom ? 

Obj. 1 The omission of certain forms (what?) 
used in the Roman Pontificals invalidates the orders 
conferred by onr bishops. 

Answer this from consideration of the want of au- 
thority for snch forms (1) in Script ; and (2) in the 
customs of the primitive Ch. What is the only unction 
spoken of by Greg. Naz. ? What is the earliest spe- 
cimen we have of a form of ordination ? Refer to it ; 
noting the general character of the only words in it 
which can refer to sacrifice or sacraments. Observe on 
the length of time through which no mention is found 
of the forms insisted on by the objectors. Refer to the 
prayer used by the Greek Ch. for the newly ordained 
presbyter. 

Obj. 2 That bishops were not rightly consecrated 
according to the Ordinal of Edw. VI. and Eliz., because 
in the words of consecration no mention was made of 
the particular office of a bishop. 

Show the futility of this objection. (Refer to the 
language of even the Rom. Pontifical.) 

II. Objections against alleged superstitious forms 
and expressions in the Ordinal : — Coming from whom ? 

Obj. 1 The power of remitting and retaining sins 
was miraculous, and confined to the Apostles, and so 
not to be expected by other ministers. 

{See the question concerning the remitting and re- 
taining sins considered und. Art, XXXIII*) What 
(then) is the true extent of the meaning of the words 
here objected to? (Notice a difference of opinion ex- 
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isting as to the efficacy of absolution. How does the 
subject seem explained by our Lord's language, Luke x. 
5, 6., to his disciples concerning blessing to be pro- 
nounced by them ?) 

Obj. 2 Man cannot bestow God's Spirit, and it is 
profane to claim to do so. 

Show that the gift of the Spirit conferred by our 
Lord when addressing to the Apostles the words, 
'Receive ye the Holy Ghost/ John xx., was neither 
the personally sanctifying influence, nor the miraculous 
gifts, of the Holy Ghost; but the ordaining grace of 
God. Through whom (note Script, instances) was that 
charisma conferred after the ascension of our Lord? 
What, in accordance with His appointment of ordi- 
nation, does the Church in undoubting faith believe 
concerning ordination as now ministered, and the eflfect 
of it ? Notice the difference between our Lord's per- 
sonal ordaining of His first ministers, and ordinations 
through the agency of bishops; and the consequent 
difference in the manner of ordaining as practised by 
them (and by the Apostles) from His. 

Art. XXXVII. — Of the Civil Magistrates. 
Sect, J. — The Supremacy of the Crown, 

What is to be observed as to the involved and 
difficult nature of the subject here treated of? 

What was the state of the Church for the first 
three hundred years, in relation to the world? And 
how, accordingly, did the Christians comport themselves 
as regarded their subjection to heathen rulers, and in- 
tercourse with the heathen world? and as regarded 
their own internal government ? 

What remarkable revolution took place (under what 
circumstances ?) on the accession of Constantine (date ?) ? 
How did the Christians regard it ? But what objec- 
tionable use did they probably soon make of the civil 
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anthority? What advantage must Oonstantine have 
perceived to be derivable to him from bis connection 
with the Church? Observe on the religions character 
attached in heathen times to the supreme ruler at 
Rome. How may we characterize the supremacy over 
the Christian Oh. as claimed by Oonstantine ? What 
language did he use concerning it to the Christian 
prelates ? 

How did the Christian emperors ever consider 
themselves in relation to the Oh. ? (Notice the security 
bestowed on its revenues.) What may be remarked on 
the manner in which they exercised their power ? 
What exclusive right of the clergy was claimed by the 
bishops, and admitted by the emperors ? What rights 
were preserved to patriarchs and bishops? Notice 
some particulars respecting the Emperor's conduct and 
influence in regard of Councils and Synods. 

How did the Church and the State on their alliance 
affect each other ? Whence was it that in the East the 
power of the Emperor over the Oh. was the greater ? 
And what (notice a remarkable instance) was the 
effect ? 

From what circumstances did a different state of 
things in the West result ? What may be said — refer 
to the language of Sir James Stephen — in favour of the 
use made by the clergy of their position and rights in 
opposition to imperial tyranny in the fourth century ? 

What may be similarly observed as regards the 
antagonism of the Oh. to the tyranny of the feudal 
monarchies ? (Refer again to Sir J. S.) And, down 
to much later times, as regards the real nature of the 
straggle between the crown and the clergy ? 

Give an outline of particulars relating to the im- 
portance of the Bishop of Rome from the earliest times, 
and of the causes which operated to increase it. What 
by degrees did the primacy of the Popes eventually 
become ? How may their power in the middle ages be 
characterized as a counterpoise ? What was then the 
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phecy, xlix., concerning ihe relation of sovereigns to the 
Christian Ch. ? (Notice some particulars respecting the 
Eastern Ch. as admitting the supremacy of the crown, 
yet maintaining the sole spiritual headship of Christ.) 

What supremacy seems to follow (how ?) almost of 
necessity on the acknowledgment of the propriety of a 
connection between Ch. and State, and the rejection of 
the supremacy of the Pope ? 

How does Abp. Bramhall speak of the claim of the 
title of * Head of the Church/ as not intended of spi- 
ritual nor of ecclesiastical headship ? How does Bp. 
Andrewes (on what occasion?) define negatively and 
positively the royal supremacy ? How is the power of 
the Crown in England limited by law (in matters of 
state, and) in the affairs of the Church ? and how in 
that light is the supremacy to be regarded by us ? 

Give some account of the difficulty which has of 
late arisen in regard of the supremacy as affected by the 
present composition of Parliament. Contrast the state 
of things at the Reformation. (What answer is thus 
afforded to the cavil that ours is an Act-of-Parliament 
Church ?) 

For what has the supremacy of the Pope before the 
Reformation been reasonably considered the extreme 
expression ? And how, antagonistically, has the su- 
premacy of the Crown been regarded ? On what sup- 
position would the same principle be expressed by the 
supremacy of Parliament? But what is the case? 
What further may be observed concerning the present 
position of the Church, and the real dangers to be 
guarded against by her ? 

Sect. II. — The Supremacy of the Bishop of Home, 

What are the words of the Art. on this subject ? 
Remark on its importance. 

What are the three grounds on which rests the claim 
for the supreme authority of the Roman Patriarch ? 

I. It is said that St. Peter had a supremacy given 
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him over the rest of the Apostles, and over the universal 
Church. 

[A] 1 What may we readily admit as to a certain 
priority among the Apostles assigned to Peter by our 
Lord? According to what constantly happens in a 
company of equals, what may have been the case with 
St. Peter ? And what is to be observed as to the actual 
estimation in which he was held by our Lord, and his 
actual disposition and behaviour ? 

On what grounds do the fathers account for the kind 
of priority (how implied in Script., and spoken of by 
August. ?) apparently conceded by the other Apostles to 
St Peter ? 

But show, making requisite quotations and observa- 
tions, that it is abundantly manifest from Script, that 
this priority of order involved not a primacy of power, 
or pre-eminence of jurisdiction. And that the state- 
ments (refer to such) of the fathers bear out these ar- 
guments from Script, against a supreme authority of St. 
Peter over the rest of the Apostles. 

[B] As to passages of Script, alleged by our op- 
ponents in direct support of their position : 

1 * ... thou art Peter, and upon this Rock will I 
build My Church ; &c.* Matt. xvi. 18. Here, say they, 
St. Peter is called the foundation of the Church, and 
foundation implies government. 

Answ. What is to be observed as to the variation 
in gender between the Greek terms for 'Peter' and 
' Rock' (refer to the state of the case in the Syriac 
version) ? and the consequent opinion entertained by 
many commentators as to the application of the second 
term ? Refer to, among others, Chrysost., August., and 
Ambrose. 

On the other hand, refer to Tertull., Origen, and 
Cyprian, as (with many others) understanding St. Peter 
himself to be the Rock: (yet consistently with our 
views.) 

But supposing this latter the true interpretation; show 
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that fonndation does not neceBsarily imply government ; 
(how may our Lord's promise have been ^filled, even 
if special to St. Peter, in a view different from that of 
onr opponents ?) and that St. Peter was not a * founda- 
tion' to the exclusion of the rest of the Apostles, they 
all being (in what sense ?) foundations : in the sense of 
supremacy what is the only foundation? (Refer to 
Dr. Barrow's argument for the independence of the 
Apostles and their successors of St Peter and his suc- 
cessors.) 

2 ' I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom 
of heaven, <fec' verse immediately following the last. 
Our opponents argue hence that the power of the keys 
was given to St. Peter alone, and that the rest of the 
Ohurch therefore derives that power through him. 

In answ. show, (referring to Script, passages,) that 
though the promite was first to St. Peter, the gift was 
simultaneous to all the Apostles, and proceeded directly 
from Christ. 

Show that the fathers (refer to some of their state- 
ments) unanimously consent to this view of the case. 
Notice a view entertained that the whole Oh. received 
the keys with St. Peter. 

If even yet we esteem some special authority implied 
in the ptomise, how only can it be understood ? Refer 
to Tertull. 

3 'Feed my sheep.' Show that according to 
Script, this was a general injunction to all the Apostles 
(refer to August, and Cyprian) ; and moreover that a 
duty towards the laity, not a supremacy over the clergy, 
is here intended. 

What then is the most that can be fairly made of the 
case as to St. Peter's priority ? Show that it could not 
have been more than we represent it. Refer to a 
passage quoted by Euseb. from Clem. Akx. markedly 
illustrative of the view entertained by the writer as to 
this matter. 
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II. It is asserted that St. Peter was Bishop of 
Rome. 

What tradition do we grant to have nndoubtedly 
existed on this subject ? But, what leading points may 
we notice as to the silence of Script., and as to the first 
occurrence and the progress of the tradition ? 

What is the only evidence which can be adduced 
from the N. Test, for St. Peter's having been at Rome ? 
What may be observed concerning the only interpre- 
tation importing such a fact ? 

Does St. Peter in his epistles make any mention of 
his having been at Rome ? How do we infer from St. 
Paul's Epistle to the Romans, from the narrative in the 
Acts of his visit to Rome, and from his epistles written 
thence, that it is almost certain that, when he went to 
Rome, St Peter had not been there ? 

Give an outline of the information afforded by a 
collection of the earliest and best authorities concerning 
St. Peter's connection with Rome, and concerning the 
bishops that first presided there : and show how from 
the particulars it is clear that St. Peter was not Bishop 
of Rome. 

Cyprian and Firmilian (period ?) appear to acknow- 
ledge the claim of Stephen bishop of Rome to be suc- 
cessor to St. Peter : But on what grounds, consistently 
with our view, do they acknowledge it ? 

Mention remarkable circumstances of the Roman 
Church which fully account for its being held in high 
honour throughout the West, and for Cyprian's looking 
up to it: (in what respects?) But how is all this 
quite consistent with what we have asserted ? What 
(whose ?) explanation is evidently the true one re- 
specting St. Peter 8 position whilst at Rome ? Instance 
parallel cases showing, contra-distinctively, the real 
grounds on which the title of Apostolical Sees was 
ascribed to Churches. 

Remark concerning the progress and popularity of 
the story of St Peter's Roman Episcopate when we 
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get to the later fathers. How is Jerome's statement 
probably to be accounted for? What may we fairly 
believe concerning the bias of Victor and Stephen ? 

How far is there no reason for doubt concerning the 
presence of St. Peter at Rome, and his doings, &q., 
there ? But what is there no reason for believing with 
respect to an episcopate in his case ? or indeed in that 
of any one (except perhaps? — whom?) of the Apos- 
tles ? How were they in fact circumstuxced in relation 
to episcopacy ? What Apostle, if any, would have a 
better claim (notice some particulars bearing on it) 
to the title of Bishop of Rome, and to supremacy over 
the Gentile Churches, than can be made out for St. 
Peter ? 

III. It is asserted that St. Peter's supremacy is 
inherited by his successors, the Bishops of Rome. 

W^hat follows on our disproof of the two previous 
positions of our opponents ? 

But farther : 

Show that whatever priority St Peter had among 
his brother apostles was personal, not official, and con- 
sequently not inheritable by his successors. (Notice 
one special incommunicable privilege. What does 
Tertull. observe respecting it ?) 

Again, To show that the supremacy of Rome was 
not at first admitted : 

Give some account of the tone in which Clem. Rom. 
writes to the Corinthians : of Polycarp's and Anicetus* 
treatment of the question of keeping Easter; of the 
dispute on the same subject between Victor and the 
Asiatic bishops (notice Iren.'s remonstrance on that 
occasion). 

W^hat claim (how far short from that supported by 
our opponents ?) made by the Bishop of Rome do we 
find Tertull. disallowing ? 

Give some account of the opposition made by 
Cyprian and African bishops to Stephen, in connection 
with the controversy about heretical baptism ; — ^and of 
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the opposition made by the bishops of Africa, including 
August., to the authority of the Bishops of Rome, on 
another occasion. 

Notice the terms in which Pope Gregory the Great 
protested against the Bishop of Constantinople for de- 
siring to have the title of universal bishop. (Yet how 
and when had that title been conferred on the Bishop of 
Constantinople ?) 

Give some account of the decrees of the general 
Councils relating to the authority, and rank, of Patri- 
archs, and of bishops : — From all which what do we 
plainly learn of the real state of the case as to the posi- 
tion of the Roman Patriarch ? 

Give some account of the circumstances under 
which the foundation of appeals to Rome, and so of 
Roman supremacy, was laid by the Council of Sardica ; 
noticing requisite particulars respecting that Counc, 
and the effect of its decrees. 

How would a survey of the after -progress of the 
power of the see of Rome be instructive ? But of what 
positions may it now suffice to have given some proof? 

IV. On what special ground, beside that of uni- 
versal Primacy, does the Pope claim jurisdiction in 
England ? 

Give some particulars respecting the rise and autho- 
rity of patriarchates. (Notice the respective spheres of 
the jurisdiction of bishops, metropolitans, and patriarchs, 
and some leading circumstances relating to such juris- 
dictions and dignities.) 

In reference to the true limits of the Roman 
Patriarchate: — How is the Nicene Canon relating to 
the ' Suburbicary Churches ' given by Ruffinus ? What 
has been proved to be the meaning of the term ? 

From ascertained instances of non-subjection to the 
Bishop of Rome in early ages, what argument a fortiori 
is conclusive against his having patriarchal rights in 
Britain ? 

What expression used by the Synod of Aries (date?) 



168 OF THE CIVIL MAGISTRATES. [AKT. XXXVH-. 

has been (why vainly ?) urged by the Roman divines 
as intimating that the Roman patriarchate included all 
the West ? 

Show that the British Church (notice its antiquity) . 
at first clearly acknowledged no obedience to the Pope. 
What is the only reasonable claim which the Roman 
Pontiff can put in to a superiority over our English 
bishops ? But show that even on such a ground the claim 
is untenable. What then is our conclusion? (And 
what canon of a general Counc. do we assert that the 
Bishop of Rome violates by the claim now considered ?) 

What extent of privileges would probably have 
always been allowed to the Pope, had he claimed no 
more ? But what must we believe of his claims as he 
urges them ? 

Sect, III, — Capital Punishments. War. 

As to the concluding paragraphs of this Art. : 

I. What is its language respecting capital punish- 
ment? 

Whence must the chief arguments against capital 
punishments in a Christian country be drawn ? 

What is to be answered on the other side ? Notice 
the peculiar character of the Jewish commonwealth as 
bearing on the present question : and refer to authority 
for capital punishment before the Law of Moses, and 
under the Gospel. For w^hat crime at least does Script, 
seem fully to authorize it ? 

II. What is the language of the Art. concerniug 
the lawfulness of war ? 

Refer to contending testimonies from TertuU. What 
is proved by the story of ' The Thundering Legion?' 

What passages in the N. Test seem to some per- 
sons altogether decisive against the lawfulness of war ? 
How far may we grant the argument from such passages 
to be valid ? But what is to be observed as to the 
consequence of pressing it too far ? 

How may we infer from 0. Test expressions used 
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of the Deity that just war cannot have been altogether 
forbidden ? Show, adducing and remarking on passages 
from the N. Test., that war and the military profession 
are not per se unlawful, but are justifiable under the 
condition stated in the Art. 

Art. XXXVIII. — Of Christian Men's Goods, 

WHICH ARE not CoMMON. 

Sect. J. — History, 

Give the words of the Art 

What may be observed, generally, as to the extent 
to which the early Christians practised aUnsgiving? 
Befer to passages from Just. M. and Tertull., which 
may seem at first sight to import a community of 
goods. But show that they did not mean a real com- 
munity. To what end did Clem. Alex, write his Quu 
Dives tcUvetur f What error as regards the present 
question was attributed to the Pelagians? (Argued 
against (in what light ?) by what eminent father ?) 

What is to be observed concerning some early sects 
who denied the lawfulness of possessions, and wealth ; 
and the light in which they were regarded by the 
Church ? 

Remark on the case of zealous Christians who have 
felt bound to devote themselves to a voluntary poverty ; 
and on the difference between such a view and that 
condemned in the Art. By what class of sects only has 
the tenet here condemned been adopted? And why 
was it so strongly to be denounced, as held by the 
Anabaptists ? 

Sect. IL — Scriptural Proof. 

Quote passages from the N. Test, proving the 
danger of riches : referring to some of our Lord's own 
sayingSy which seem even to enjoin on his followers a 
renunciation of worldly wealth. What are the two 
most remarkable of these ? See one of them considered 

N 
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und. Art XIY, ; as to the other, what may be observed 
of its strength, and of the hazard of weakening injunc- 
tions of our Saviour? Yet show that the passage in 
question if interpreted in its most literal and general 
application, would be inconsistent with other Scriptt. 
(Illustrate the inadmissibility of such extreme interpre- 
tations, by reference to our Lord's language on another 
occasion.) To whom therefore must we consider His 
exhortation as addressed ? And what would be, contra- 
distinctively, the meaning of His words even if pressed 
to their utmost length ? 

In favour of a literal community of goods, what are 
the only Script, passages supplying tenable argu- 
ments ? Notice the excellence of the conduct of the 
early Christians : yet show, scripturally, that even at 
this time it is manifest that no absolute community of 
goods existed. 

Refer to numerous precepts of Script, which impose 
the strongest obligations to almsgiving, yet presuppose 
the existence of distinct possessions and different abili- 
ties to give. Notice the argument from the recognized 
distinction between master and servant. 

Show, referring to Apostolical exhortations, both 
that the existence of rich men in the Christian Church 
is permitted, and that they are bound to liberality of 
almsgiving. 

Art. XXXIX. — Of a Christian Man's Oath. 

Sect, J. — History. 

What kind of oaths commonly required by heathen 
magistrates, was naturally abhorred by Christians ? And 
how were they thus perhaps influenced in regard to oaths 
in general ? Refer to Tertull. as absolutely condemn- 
ing them. Yet what distinction does he himself else- 
where allow ? Give other testimonies, showing that 
certain oaths were not refused by the early Christians. 

Refer to Olem. Alex, and Lactantius as showing the 
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Bcrupulosity on the subject of swearing among the 
ancients generally. Against what kinds of swearing 
was the primitive Church very severe? To what 
length did some of the fathers go in reference to the 
language of our Lord and of St. James, spoken of in the 
Art ? What position on this subject was held by the 
Pelagians ? how replied to by August. ? 

What sects in later ages have held all oaths unlaw- 
ful ? Against which was the Art. specially directed ? 

Sect, II, — Scriptural Proof, 

Give the words of the Art. 

Wliat will probably be admitted as to oaths under 
the 0. Test. ? Quote the passage therein to which this 
Art. refers. WTiat was the only prohibition ? (Be- 
mark, referring to the Heb. and the LXX., on what is 
probably the distinctive meaning of the third command- 
ment.) What abuse did the Jews probably make of 
this permission? (To what opposite extent were 
some sects (of what kind ?) among them accordingly 
led ?) What in the view of the case here intended can 
we readily see to be the object of our Saviour's denun- 
ciations ? Kemark on the dangers of profane and care- 
less swearing. 

Show, (in reference to what seems very apparently 
to have been the evil habit of the Jews,) from the very 
words of our Lord and the whole tenour of the passage, 
that it is to common conversation that the precept 
applies. What follows as to the interpretation of St. 
James's words ? 

Quote, and observe on, N. Test, passages warranting 
us to believe that oaths— on what kind of occasions ? — 
are lawful to Christians. 

State the conclusion on the whole both as to profane 
swearing ; and as to religious attestation on oath. 

THE EKD. 
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